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OBITUARY 

Dr. Alfred Henry Wortman Fl~PS.L 

Many members will already be aware of the death of our rounder-President Dr. Alfred 
Wortman which occurred, sadly, following a heart attack, in Chase rarm Hospital, 
Enfield, on 15 January 1983. Sorn on 7 September 1898 he died in his 84th year. 

Alfred's dedication and association with BSRP spread over nearly fifty years, a 
history of our Society in itself. It was he (together with the late Vivian G. 
Pickering) who founded the Russian Study Circle (as the Society was first called) 
by means of a letter dated 3 May 1936 published in the philatelic press, in which 
interested collectors were asked to contact either of the two sponsors. This initial 
approach was followed by an infor•al meeting on 4 June 1936 when the framework of 
the Circle's constitution was laid down for circulation. The first for•al meeting 
of the Society was held on 31 October 1936 when Alfred was .elected first President. 

The Journal of our Society actually commenced in May 1939, but World War II inter
vened and there were no meetings between 6 June 1939 and 27 October 1945. At this 
latter meeting it wes ag·reed that the name of the Circle be changed to the British 
Society of Russian Philately, and that the Journal be re-commenced under the joint 
editorship of Alfred and the late Will Huddy. This initial Journal appeared in 
December 1946. Alfred remained as joint-Editor from 1946 until 1959. In fact, at his 
advanced age, he agreed, once again, to . take over the Editorship from this present 
issue. 

President in 1936, 1937 and 1957, he also acted as Research Superintendent from 1936 
until 1947 and, latterly, was a member of the Society's Expertizing Committee from 
its inception. Throughout the whole 47 years of the Society Alfred was acting in 
some capacity connected with its running, an immense record. The Society honoured 
him by honorary membership, and at times informal presentations were made to him ss 
significant occasions arose. 

This is, however, only half the story. Already by 1936, Alfred had become the fore
most specialist in Russian philately, certainly in the United Kingdom. He had always 
been keen on postage stamps, and after learning Esperanto in 1918, he contacted 
fellow Esperantists in the Soviet Union during the 1920 1s. The stamps on their 
letters caught his interest and he began collecting Soviet issues, later becoming 
more interested in earlier issues and postal history. In 1935 he wrote an article 
on 'Esperanto Stamps' {Gibbons Stamp Monthly); followed by important articles on 
'Russian 10k Inverted Background' (Stamp Review, Sept. 1937); 'The Lenin Mourning 
Stamps' (Stamp Review, Oct. 1938); and 'The first 7k Stamp of Russia' (Stamp Review, 
May 1939). from these articles onwards contributions, always of great value, a~d 
superbly written, graced not only our own Journal, but many others and not only in 
the Russian field. Tending to concentrate on the Imperial period, with emphasis on 
postal history and cancellations, Alfred assembled a remarkable collection. Prefer
ring to show his collections to devotees by means of displays to specialised or 
local societies, Alfred rarely took part in stamp exhibitions, though on some 
occasions his material was shown 'hers concors•. 
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Most collectors tend to retire and drop out of the philatelic melee as they get 
older. Alfred did not subscribe to this attitude at all and, in fact, he fervently 
believed that it was necessary to keep occupied and'up with the ball'. Consequently 
he was searching for unusual covers and cancellations up to within a few days of 
his death. His continuous energy and interest was such that we could not regard him 
as a man in his early eighties. 

Russian philately did not claim all his philatelic time. He was a prominent member 
and fellow of the Royal Philatelic Society; the Postal History Society; the China 
P.S. of London; Hammersmith P.s.; Southgate P.S.; and Enfield P.s., and his 
philatelic interests included many aspects of G.B. postal history, and of China. 

Professionally, a physician, Alfred practised in the North London suburb of Palmer's 
Green from 1928 until retirement, when he moved to Enfield. Many London members will 
recall with much pleasure, little philatelic meetings at Upsdall Avenue, or Village 
Road, on Sunday afternoons when •interesting material was examined and discussed. 

Russian philately will be immensely the poorer with the loss of Alfred Wortman. 
we offer our sincere condolences to his son Timothy, his daughter Sonia, and to his 
brother Charles. 

P.T.A. 

The First 7 Kopek Stamps of Russia 
DR. ALfRED H. ~ORTMAN 

Among the many attractive stamps in the early issues of Russia the first 7 kopek 
stamp, the 7 kopek grey and red of 1879, is outstanding in its interest, and it is 
possible to make a display of its varieties filling many album pages. Moreover, as 
its catalogue price is one penny and large quantities are sometimes to be picked up 
for a few shillings, such a display is well within everybody's reach, although a 
great deal of hunting may have_ to be done. 

This stamp was issued on 19 March 1879, when the rate of inland postage was reduced 
from 8 kop. to 7 kop. per 1lott• which is about half an ounce. It replaced the 8 kop. 
grey and red which had bean in use for four years, a stamp also worthy of study but 
decidedly less common. Although the two stamps are similar in appearance an entirely 
new design was drawn for the 7 kop., and I believe new dies were made for the embos
sed centres, since the constant flaws differ in the two stamps. 

In spite of what the catalogue says, there are definitely three principal shades and 
they are grey, black and light grey. The latter shade which is not mentioned at all, 
is quite distinctive, being almost a different colour. Soma copies in fact are best 
described as 'drab', that is, grey with a fawn tinge. 
After examining soma thousands of copies and noting those with dated postmarks, it 
is possible to say that the grey shade was the first to be issued, being continuously 
in use until the end of 1880. I was lucky enough to find a copy with a second day 
postmark. 

The black shade is found with postmarks as early as April 18B0, although the catalogue 
gives its date as 1881, and the latest date found is June 1882. This would seem to 
make it twice as common as the grey shade but in fact it is not; only about one out 
of every ten copies is of the black shade and the explanation seems to be that the 
grey shade WRs used again in 1B82. 
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Then in December 1882, the light grey shade appeared and continued in use until 1885. 
A new issue with a 7 kop. in blue appeared in 1883. The above-mentioned shades are 
all quite definite; the black is sooty and not merely a dark grey and the light grey 
is nearly always very light. 

The red centre varies in shade from pale rose to deep crimson irrespective of the 
shade of. the rest of the stamp. It is embossed in white on a coloured ground and the 
embossing varies from fine to coarse, the difference being most strikingly visible 
in the wings of the eagle. In the coarsely _embossed copies these are just patches of 
white with serrated edges, while in the finely embossed, lines of colour separate the 
feathers. Those with the finest embossing have a little spot of colour in the bell of 
each post-horn, while the most coarse have no cross on the crown. 

A very large number of copies will have to be examined before these varieties are 
discovered, as they are rare. 

As in the case of all the early Russian stamps, the method of printing used was 
electrotypography, but although this method gives very exact reproduction of the 
original drawing and the printing was extremely well done, close examination reveals 
constant flaws which make it possible to plate this stamp. The sheet of 100 stamps 
is made up of four panes of 25, the space around each pane being blank; like the 
stamp itself, the sheet is longer from top to bottom than it is broad. 

◄ Stamps shmdng e.>:amples of fine mu/ 
coarse embossing of the centre medallirm. 

The " Cracked ► 
Plate"· Variety. 

Each pane is made up of five rows of five stamps and it has been found that certain 
flaws occur in stamps in the same position in each of the panes. There was therefore 
a master pane of 25 stamps used for making the electros of each of the four panes. 
Similarly there was a master pane of 25 dies for the embossed colour centres, and 
every stamp in the pane had its own centre. 

Here is a list of the chief flaws in each pane: 

No.2 A fine coloured line lies across the s.w. corner of the outer frame line, 
and a short line bisects the N.W. corner. The inner edge of the grey oval 
surrounding the centre has two fine projections opposite the white scroll 
on the right-hand of the Roman figure VII. The uppermost of these la 
pointed. 

No.4 There is a break in the white scroll on the right of the Roman figure VII. 

No.7 outer frame lines project and cross one another in N.W. corner. vertical 
outer frame line does not quite touch the horizontal one in S.E. corner. 

No.a In the embossed centre, the sceptre held by the eagle's right claw la 
either broken off short or continued to touch the wing only as a very fine 
line. 

No.9 There is a break in the vertical outer frame near the N.E. corner. 

No.11 The N.E. corner is slightly thickened, the horizontal frame line is 
continued outwards in the S.E. corner. 

No.12 The outer frame lines cross in the N.W. corner as in No. 7 but do not 
touch in the N.E. corner, and the vertical line projects downwards 
slightly in the s.E. corner. 

No.13 There is a little kink in the outer edge of the red ground of the centre 
opposite the left-hand half of the crown. 
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No.16 The vertical outer frame line has a break 5mm. above the S.E. corner, and 
this corner is a trifle thickened. 

No.17 There is a break in the post-horn on the right, just outside the point 
where the post-horns cross. 

No.18 Outer frame lines do not touch in N.E. corner, where the horizontal line 
is thickened et the end, and in S.E. corner where the vertical line is 
thickened. Horizontal frame line projects slightly in s.w. corner. 

No.2O The fine grey line around the grey oval is broken just below the second 
of Roman figure VII. 

No.23 The horizontal frame line does not touch the vertical ons in the s.w. 
corner and there is almost a break in the S.E. corner. 

No.24 The vertical frame line is broken almost at its extreme end in the N.W. 
corner. 

No.25 The frame lines cross end project slightly in the s.w. corner. 

Nearly all these flews have been found on all three shades, thus proving that only 
the one masterpene was used for all the printings of this stamp. There are in 
addition a few flaws which may be found on two or three copies but which ere not 
constant; for example, I have two copies showing a white stop after the figure 1 71 

in the N.E. corner, end three copies showing the outer frame line of the red centre 
joined to the red ground by colour a little to the right of the lowest part. 

Stamps are also found with a rounded corner, and the outer frame line joined by 
colour to the grey ground surrounding the figure 1 7 1 • They are from corners of the 
sheet. 

Another interesting variety has a white line running downwards from the upper edge 
of the stamp, obviously a crack either in the original cliche or in the electro 
taken from it. I have three copies showing this and although it is not an easy stamp 
to identify, I believe it is No.3. As this is the centre stamp in the top row of the 
pane, it seems likely that the crack was in the electrotyped plate. All three copies 
are of the grey shade, one has the dated postmark 1 188-' another has a Heval (Tallin) 
postmark and the third Riga. 

The paper varieties must next be considered. Most copies are on horizontally laid 
paper with a watermark of wavy lines forming lozenges in the sheet. Some of the 
lozenges enclose the letters 'E.Z.G.B. 1 which are the initials of Russian words 
meaning 'Office for the Provision of Imperial Paper•. There is also e variety on 
vertically laid paper. Now if the sheets of paper for printing these stamps had been 
square, the laid lines would be horizontal or vertical according to the way in which 
the paper was fed into the printing machines; but in fact they were, like the stamps, 
longer from top to bottom than they were broad, and so · the stamps on vertically laid 
paper were deliberately made so. 

It is found in fact that copies on vertically laid paper are all of the grey shade 
and dated postmarks have only been found between May and September 1879. This does 
not mean that all copies with postmarks between these dates are bound to be on 
vertically laid paper; in fact the majority are not. The vertically laid variety is 
not common, being rather more rare than its catalogue price would indicate. 

The thickness of the paper varies considerably and copies of the same shade may be 
mounted face downwards on black paper to demonstrate this. If the paper is thin the 
design is easily visible from the back, but the thick paper is quite opaque. A spare 
copy of the vertically laid variety may be mounted in the same way and as the face 
of the stamp is not going to be seen a heavily postmarked and therefore useless 
~pecimen may be used t 

The catalogue mentions a wove paper variety. There is no evidence that it exists, 
but occasionally a copy may be found in which it is difficult to see any watermark 
or laid lines. These ere always on thick paper and are no doubt due to imperfect 
manufacture, as the paper is otherwise the same as in copies which have obvious laid 
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lines. It would be preferable to call them 'imperceptibly laid'. Copies of which one 
can honestly say the watermark and laid lines are not visible are extremely rare. 

Another rare paper variety is that with the watermark of a pattern of hexagons. 
Apparently one sheet of the paper used for fiscal stamps was used by mistake and I 
believe I am right in saying that only two copies survive today. They have the post
mark of Perm. In spite of its great rarity it is always worth while looking out for 
this variety. Another copy may turn up sometime 1 Actually the watermark consists of 
elongated hexagons Joined in a pattern, and some of them have a vertical and others,a 
horizontal line running through them, as may be seen in the fiscal stamps of the time. 

The only perforation variety is the imperforate stamp which is very rare. Perforations 
which encroach upon the design of the stamp are also rare, as they were mostly well
centred. 

A copy with inverted centre has recently been discovered, and in the opinion of Or. 
Diana is undoubtedly genuine. Copies with albino centres may or may not be genuine 
but as the red colour is rather susceptible even to the effect of warm water, it 
should not be difficult for any forger to remove it. They should therefore be regard
ed with suspicion. 

The red centre is occasionally found off-set on the back of the stamp. Mention must 
also be made of a forgery made to deceive the postal authorities and postally used, 
but I have not seen a copy. 

The postmark section of a display of this stamp would be very extensive. Geometrical 
devices with a number in the centre representing the postal divisions o_f St. Peters
burg and Moscow and red postmarks of their town poets; postmarks in black or blue in 
two straight lines of railway stations and steamer postmarks of Kronstedt to St. 
Petersburg or between the Black Sea ports are to be found, as well as some fascinat
ing •used abroads'. These may be of Constantinople or Levant towns and are mostly in 
blue, and there are some very rare ones of Pekin or Tientsin, which are double-lined 
ovals with a post-horn below; but one should be able to read the Russian alphabet to 
discover these, and a full description would need a very long article to itself. 

* * * * * * * * 
This article by the late Or A.H.Wortman appeared in Stamp Review, May 1939, 
and was one of several articles of his to gain considerable attention in the 
1930s. Another article 'The Lenin Mourning Stamps' (Stamp Review, Oct 1938) 
was reprinted in BJRP No 40, March 1967. 

The article following is reprinted from The London Philatelist by kind per
mission of the Council of the Royal Philatelic Society, London. 

* * * * * * * * 

Russia-Thunderbolts 
DR. A. H. WORTMAN 

(A display given at the Royal Philatelic Society, London, on 16 November 1972) 

Thunderbolts were the symbol of the Imperial Russian Telegraph Service just as post
horns were the symbol of the Post Office. The word in Russian is STRELKA from STRELA, 
an arrow or bolt, and as may be seen on the Hungarian telegraph stamp of 1875 and 
the Pskov Zemstvo stamp in which this design was closely imitated (Chuchin Type 6) 
the idea of the telegraph was represented by arrows which had heeds at both ends and 
zig-zag shafts. 

BRITISH JOURNAL or RUSSIAN PHILATELY 60 7 



: \ 
Fig 1 

.. ! 

' 
. ~ ; 
. l 

; ~ I 
:---~'' -~ Fig2 

There is e statement in the Stanley Gibbons Catalogue that thunderbolts were added 
to the design of the stamps in the 1889 series to symbolise the amalgamation of the 
postal and telegraph services and we shall see that there is a wealth of philatelic 
interest hidden behind that simple announcement. There is an enlarged representation 
of the new symbol on the seal of a telegram envelope of about 1890 in the frames 
(fig 1 ). 

The decision to amalgamate was taken on 28 May 1885 and it was to commence with the 
Town Posts and Town Telegraphs of St Petersburg and Moscow and to be completed 
throughout the Empire by 1 January 1887. New handstamps were to be issued reading 
'postal telegraphic offices• or as we should say 'post and telegraphic office• 
replacing those with 'post office•. These were to be introduced gradually, and only 
when needed in a new office or as replacements for those which were no longer ser
viceable in existing offices. The earliest I have been able to find is that of the 
Admiralty Suburb (Quarter) of St Petersburg dated 28 January 1886 (fig 2) and I make 
no apology for the two damaged loose stamps on. which it occurs as they are the only 
ones recorded. There are four others shown from small towns all dated in 1886. The 
earliest missive I have been able to find is a stationery card of October 1887 from 

Fig3 

~~ .. 
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: . .. 
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Golovanevsk, a tiny out-of-the-ay place in Podolia ( fig 3). The_ clarity of the 
impression which is struck in blue shows that it is from a new handstemp. Theim
pressed stamp on the card has no thunderbolts but the cancellation incorporates the 
abbreviation for •telegraph'. This is still two years before the first adhesive 
stamps were issued with thunderbolts incorporated in the design, which was in May 
1889. In fact the first stamps to appear with thunderbolts were the impressed stamps 
on the 3 kopek stationery cards and they were issued in June 1886, three years 
before the adhesive stamps. Two used in July 1886 are shown in the frames (fig 4). 

The preparation of an issue of adhesive stamps is always a lengthy business but' even 
so three years is a long time to get a minor alteration made to a design. Ho111ever, it 
so happens that the printing department was busy with something else - perforetio~s. 

There were some rare varieties of the kopek denominations of this 'no thunderbolts• 
series, the imperforates end the inverted backgrounds, and they were described in 
great detail by Sir John Wilson in the course of his masterly series of articles on 
the nineteenth century issues of Imperial Russia in The London Philatelist, January 
to June 1941. No-one took any notice of the ordinary common stamps so that it was 
something of a thunderbolt when Professor 8erngard reported in the Soviet journal 
Fileteliye SSSR No.10 that there are two sizes of the stamps with correspondingly 
different perforations. He says that although no catalogue, not even a Russian one, 
has ever recorded this, it was first pointed out bys. Mezhelei in Rossica Journal 
No.10 published in Belgrade. No date is given but it must have been some time in the 
1930s. Manzhelei was a member of the Rossica Philatelic Society formed there in 1929 
and it included many Russian refugees. The Rossica Society in the United States, an 
offspring of the original society, recently published a translation of Professor 
Berngard's article (Rossica Journal No.79). Manzhelei found that each of the kopak 
denominations exists in two sizes, the smaller perforated 14½ x 14¾ end the larger 
14¼ X 14½ 0 

When one knows about it the difference in the sizes of the stamps is readily seen 
and is most apparent when pairs or strips ere mounted closely side by side (fig 5). 
The design of the stamps was not altered in size but the stamps themselves were 

BCEl\HPHhlH TIOIJTOBhl ft COJ03'h. roccrn. 
UNION POSTALE UNIYERSELLE. RUi-S11-:. 

OTRPhlTOE HllChMO. - - CARTE POSTAL 

11,, .,,,,,,;, ,,,,,.,,,.,,,,,, 11,11u,·,11r11 ,,,,,.,,.,..,, ,,,,,,,,., •• , .. 
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spaced a fraction of a millimetre further apart both vertically and horizontally. 
The harrow perforating machines had to be altered accordingly, the pins being spaced 
further apart. Professor Berngard says •this was done because the earlier perforations 
fitted the stamps too closely, leaving very little margin around them and unless the 
sheets were perfectly aligned in the perforating machines the design was cut into 
and as inspection was rigorous this led to the rejection of many sheets. It is true 
that one rarely sees badly perforated stamps. An added reason may have been that the 
pins were too close together for the size of hole they made and stamps came apart 
too easily making the sheets difficult to handle. Connected pieces of the small size 
stamps are certainly rare. Sir John Wilson mentioned that complete sheets of this 
series were included in the remainders sold to a German dealer. They were all of 
course of the later issues and thus of the larger size and these were the ones 
studied since, as we have seen, connected pieces of the smaller stamps were rare. 
In this way the two sizes of the stamps went unnoticed. 

The distance between adjacent stamps in the earlier issues if measured by a non
parallax millimetre scale with the aid of a lens is 1.7mm vertically and 1.8mm 
horizontally and in the later issues this was increased to 1.8mm and 2.1mm respec
tively. These measurements can only be approximate because adjacent stamps are not 
always perfectly aligned and the distance between adjacent stamps at the top may be 
a fraction different from that below. Slight irregularity of the pins in the 
perforating machines make it difficult also to get an accurate reading of the 
perforation of a single specimen but measuring paira gives us 14.4 x 14.8 for the 
earlier issues and 14.1 x 14.6 for the later ones. However, since we are dealing 
with paper, a material which may shrink a little under certain conditions, it would 
perhaps meet the case if we round off the figures to the nearest quarter of a ~illi
metre and make them 14½ x 14f and 14 x 14½ respectively. There are, however, some 
intermediate perforations which inclines me to the view that experiments were going 
on in 1887 before the new stamps with lighter shades and in the new perforation were 
issued on 1 January 1888. The greatest difference in colour may be seen in the 2 
kopek which was issued in a yellow-green shade but I show a few examples of the dark 
green and myrtle-green shades in the new perforation. Professor 8erngard was unable 
to find a 35k in the large size and I have not been able to find one or an example 
of the ?Ok. Those I am showing are all of the intermediate size whose perforations 
are 14.25 x 14.6. These two values were in use over a long period; as you will see 
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there are cancellations dated in 1907 and 1908. Whether the 35k and 70k exist perf 
14 x 14½ remains to be proved, but if so they m~st be rare. 

The importance of this series is that it covers the transition period between the old 
perforation and the new. All Russian stamps from 1865 to 1883 were harrow perforated 
14½ x 14f and from 1888 to the Savings Bank stamps which were ueed for postage in 
1918 as on the cover shown, all kopek values except the Charity stamps and the 
Romanovs were perforated 14 x 14½. 

Examples of the 1883 and 1888 stamps used on missives are being passed round. The 
changes of colour in this series were made in conformity with the proposals of the 
Universal Postal Union in 1879. The colour of a stamp whose denomination was equi
valent to 5 centimes, which for Russia was 2k, the rate of foreign postage for a 
circular, was to be green and here is a printed circular addressed to the Dardanelles 
franked by a 2k dark green in the large size perforation 14 x 14½ with a cancellation 
of the Odessa Frontier Post Office 21 January 1888, an early date; the colour of a 
stamp for a postcard going abroad was to be red and a postcard from St Petersburg to 
England of 3 April 1888 has a 3k red, small size. The stamp for the basic letter rate 
was to be blue and a letter to Germany in 1887 from Nizhni Novgorod bears a 7k blue, 
small size. There is also a double weight letter from Tiflis to Tabriz, Persia with 
a pair of the large size 7k and there is a large cover bearing a 35k small size 
addressed to His Excellency the Medical Inspector, Grodno in 1896. 

The foreign rate for a postcard was increased to 4k and for a letter to 10k from 
1 April 1889, a month before the first 'with thunderbolts• stamps were issued. I show 
a cover with a 2k dark green, 3k and three Sk making up a rate of 20k from Erivan, 
Armenia, to Tabriz on 10 April 1889, all large size stamps. The 2k happens to have a 
double scratch flaw of the main design. Stationery postcards •with thunderbolts• with 
additional •no thunderbolts• stamps to make up the new postcard rate, in one case a 
2k light green used in error instead of a 1k or because the sender had no 1k avail
able, on a postcard from Yalta, are shown. 

The first adhesive stamps with thunderbolts were issued on 2 May 1889 in a completely 
new design with new denominations of 4k, 10k, 20k, 50k and 1 ruble for the new rates 
of postage. In the catalogue they are listed together with the stamps in the old 
design with thunderbolts now added, for the denominations of 1k, 2k, 3k and so on 
but these were not issued until some months later. The 35k was not issued until 1892. 
It was not in great demand and there was a good supply in hand of the old 35k without 
thunderbolts which we have noted went on being used for a long time. The new 35k with 
thunderbolts must have been issued in only a small quantity and in spite of its 
modest price in the catalogue it is not an easy stamp to find. I can show an example 
used on an insured cover from Baku in 1907. There was no 70k at all so there must 
have been an even greater quantity of the old 70k on hand than there was of the 35k. 
The 70k with thunderbolts thus does not exist on the horizontally laid paper. All 
stamps mentioned so far were on this paper. 

Sometime in July 1889 stationery with stamps in the new design was issued. A 4k post
card to Germany is shown with a ~oscow Town Post cancellation of 16 July 1889 and 
this may be the first day as the message says "Wir geben aus neue Postkarten zu 3 und 
3 + 3 Cop fDr Inland" and the 4k postcard may have been issued at the same time. In 
the frames there is a range of postal stationery unused and used including some 
letter-cards with a variety of perforations not all of which have been recorded. used 
items have been selected to show some interesting cancellations including ship, TP □s 
and used in Chins. We may note that out of all the stationery the blue 14k envelope 
of 1883 which had a post-horn in each of the upper corners of the blue stamp, was 
never re-issued with thunderbolts added except for Finland. As may be seen there are 
the usual little circles above and below the impressed stamp to distinguish Finnish 
from Russian postal stationery and the design of this stamp has been amended. The 
figures 1 14 1 are in all four corners and very small crossed post-horns with thunder
bolts added appear in the centre below the eagle. It is used from Helsinki 23 August 
1898 (fig 6). 

For some unknown reason the paper with horizontal laid lines was changed to vertical
ly laid in 1902; that is to say the same paper with the usual Imperial Printing 
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Fig 6 

Office watermark which had been in use since 1866 was now supplied to the printers 
in sheets with the laid lines running vertically. All the denominations in the old 
design were issued in 1902 on this paper including the ?Ok. Although they appeared 
before the others on the horizontally laid paper the 4k, 10k and so on in the new 
design did not appear until 1904. Some covers bearing stamps of this series on both 
papers are in the frames, many with multiples and among the cancellations ere a 
Finnish TPO, Siberian and Manchurian Post Offices. 

As with the previous issues the series on vertically laid paper was printed in two 
processes, the background first and then the main design superimposed on it in more 
or leas the same colour. In 1905 the background was changed but this is noticeable 
only in specimens where the background is misplaced. In the original background 
there were circles in the corners within the rectangular frame intended to coincide 
with the circles in the main design containing the figure of value. When these did 
not register exactly the effect was displeasing and so the background corners were 
eliminated. The two types of corner are easily seen when the background is misplaced 
and on the sheet baing passed round there ere some with very much misplaced back
grounds (fig 7). From a study of cancellations it would appear that the change was 
■ade in 1905. The earliest I have been able to find is 30 April 1905 on a 7k. 
Although the two backgrounds have been known to specialists for some years they 
have not yet been recorded in the catalogue. You will see an example of a 1k with 
a background much displaced horizontally on a postcard written by Dr Zamenhof, the 
inventor of Esperanto. He was not a philatelist so the stamp was not, I think, put 
on speciall~•. 

. .. --- ···----· ···-·-------··-·--·-----------
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Fig7 

Another variety which is well-known to specialists is the inverted background of the 
10k. Since the background was printed first it is really an inverted main design. I 
described this variety in 1937 in the Journal Stamp Review and here are the photo
graphs I took at the time showing the details of the background enlarged. In it 
there cen be seen a white ring into which the oval ring surrounding the arms in the 
main design is meant to fit end since this is nearer the top of the stamp the white 
ring ie visible when the background ie inverted. Also the diamond pattern of the 
background contains two stops like a colon in each one end these are nearer the top 
of the diamond in the inverted variety (fig 8). The error occurs more rarely on the 
blue shade then on the indigo but is frequently seen on stamps with a light back
ground. Shades are shown, a pair on a cover, a block of twenty used on piece with a 
block of 4k in the Archengel-Vologda TPO and some pieces used in Finland and various 

Fig8 
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parts of Russia. As may be seen it had a wide distribution and occurs also on the 
10k surcharged 1 1 PIASTRE' for use in the Turkish Post Offices. It has not been seen 
used before February 1907. 

On 1 January 1905 two new denominations appeared on the vertically laid paper, the 
15k and 25k, and they were issued for a special usage. Before 1896 money could be 
sent in a letter which was taken to the post office where the clerk verified the 
contents end put on five wax seals, the sealing-wax being provided by the sender. 
As will be seen on the money letter cover addressed in 1894 to M. Brown-S~quard, the 
famous neurologist, at his laboratory in Paris, incidentally a month before he died, 
it was marked 1 0ENEZHNOE 1 , and datestamped, but there are no adhesive stamps, postage 
and insurance being paid in cash. 

This cumbersome method was terminated in 1896 when Money Transfer cards were issued. 
Each was headed 'PEREVOD' and bore a printed stamp in a new design of either 15k or 
25k. Money could be sent either by post or by telegraph for the same fee, but the 
higher fee included delivery to the addressee. These are legitimate items of postal 
stationery for the collector as the stamps bear the words 1 POCHTOVAYA PIARKA'(postage 
stamp). In 1905 the Transfer cards appeared without a printed stamp, obtainable at a 
price of½ kopek at the post office and the new 15k and 25k adhesive stamps were 
issued for use on these cards, examples of which are shown (fig 9). 

forgeries of Imperial Russian stamps are rare. I show a pair of 7k in a good blue 
colourand in which the background and main design were printed separately. Thay are, 
however, on wove paper, not laid, and the perforation is by a line machine, 14 x 14. 
It may have been a postal forgery as the denomination is low but I have no other 
information about it. 

from 1 January 1887 the telegraph pffices accepted ordinary mail and it was sometimes 
more convenient to post mail in their letter boxes rather than in those of the post 
offices. An early example is a 3k stationery postcard cancelled in Telegraph Office 
No XVII in St Petersburg 25 March 1888. The sender gives his address as being •at 
Nevski Gate• and No XVII Telegraph Office was situated in the village of Smolienskoe 
just outside the Nevski Gata. The post office also took advantage of the proximity 
of this telegraph office to an addressee to aid delivery of a letter. It is addres
sed 'In St Petersburg at Nevski Gate, Smolienskoe Village• and as may be seen there 
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Fig 11 

is an arrival mark of the No XVII Telegraph Office, 13 July 1891. Other postcards 
used in 1888 and 1890 are shown with later types of cancellation looking more like 
post office cancellations, of Telegraph Offices Nos XVI, XVII and XXXI (fig 10). 
The earlier type is so different (fig 11) with the year in the centre and asterisks 
at each side that I think this must have been a telegraph cancellation already in 
existence before the amalgamation. I can show a telegram of 1881 but this does not 
have any telegraph handstamp. It happens to be of soma interest as it was sent to 
Troitskosevsk where the telegraph line anded and forwarded by post to Peking, the 
7k stamp being cancelled Kiakhta, the exchange point for mail on the "ongolian
Siberian frontier close to Troitskosavsk. 

At this date one could write a telegram either on a special form or on a piece of 
paper, stick on postage stamps to cover the cost, put it in an envelope marked 'NA 
TELEGRAf' (to the Telegraph) and post it in an ordinary letter-box. When it arrived 
at the Telegraph Station I believe the postage stamps received a telegraph office 
cancellation, the one with the year in the centre but I have not been able to get 
confirmation of this. One does find loose stamps with these cancellations, but they 
may of course all have come from mail posted at telegraph offices. · 

The preponderance of registered items in mail handled by telegraph offices gives us 
one of the very good reasons why t~ey were used in preference to post officaa. Tha 
latter closed earlier than the telegraph offices. In St Petersburg the chief post 
office closed at 4 pm and the branch offices at 2 pm on weekdays whereas the Central 
Telegraph Office was open for registered mail until 9 pm and the Branch Telegraph 
Offices until 4 pm. A registered cover is shown with the old type cancellation of 
Telegraph Office No XXXII 25 II 1892. It was passed on to No 5 Despatch (Post) 
Office the following day for forwarding to England. It is noticeable that the large 

Figl2 · 
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Figl3 

offjce closed at 4 pm and the branch offices at 2 pm an weekdaya whereas the Central 
Telegraph Office was open for registered ■ail until 9 pm and . the Branch Telegraph 
Offices until 4 pm. A registered cover is shown with the old type cancellation of 
Telegraph Office No XXXII 25 II 1892. It was passed on to No 5 Despatch (Post) 
Office the following day for forwarding to England. It is noticeable that the large 
dotted 'R' in a circle denoting registration is in the same sheds of ink as the 
Despatch Office. The same thing is seen on another registered cover to England in 
1900 with the cancellation of the chief telegraph office in St Petsrsburg (fig 12). 

Other registered items include an 1896 cover to Wales with a registration handstamp 
of Telegraph Office No XXXII. This is similar to the post office type then in use. 
About 1900 they changed to registration labels; on these post offices usually had 
Just the town name but telegraph offices had en abbreviated word for •telegraph' as 
well. This is shown on the registered postcard from Moscow in 1901 (fig 13), (the 
Russians wars fond of registering their correspondence, even postcards) and the 1902 
cover from Riga. 

In some localities there may have been only a telegraph office and no post office. I 
believe this was the case on Krsstovski Island which was part of the St Petersburg 
complex, and consisted of the wooded estate of Prince Ssrgei Beloselsky Belozersky. 
The two postcards shown seem to indicate this. The earlier of the two is written in 
an illiterate hand and addressed locally with 1 SOEKH 1 instead of 1 ZOYES 1 for 'local'. 
The post office had difficulty in deciphering the address and there is a manuscript 
endorsement explaining non-delivery, but there is a clear cancellation reading in 
translation 1ST. P.BURG 2 TELEGRAPH STATION ON KRESTDVSKI ISL. 2 30 MAR. 1888 1 

(fig 14). The other is addressed to the editor of 'The Polo Magazine•, London, asking 
for three back numbers to be sent to the Prince and is cancelled with the telegraph 
station handstemp No 1 in 1899. 

It is probable that there was no post office in addition to a telegraph office in 
the stock exchanges but after the amalgamation it was obviously an advantage to have 
the facilities of both services. A registered cover addressed to Baroness Liudmila 
Petrovna Buxhoeveden by her attorney in 1907 is ·franked by a 14k on the reverse, the 
cancellation reading 'KAZAN BOURSE TELEGRAPH OFFICE' and the registration label reads 
simply 'KAZAN BOURSE'. The Baronsss,who was lady-in-waiting to the Empress Alexandra 

----------··---- .. -·· --- -------------- -- ·--· - ----
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reodorovna, wrote the book Left Behind which describes how she elected to go into 
exile with the Royal party when they were sent to Tobolsk by the Kerensky Government 
in 1917. 

There has always been a theory among Russian specialists interested in postal history 
that when the Russians took over new territory in Asia telegraph lines were estab
lished first and postal duties followed, and although this may well be true there 
has never been any authentic verification. Tchilinghirian and Stephen in their great 
work on the Russian post offices abroad give Bukhara Telegraph Office, for example, 
as the first cancellation from there. They illustrate an example with the date 
1 February 1892 but post marks are known with earlier dates, from 1 April 1890 in 
fact. A piece is shown with two 3k and two 7k •no thunderbolts• large size stamps 
cancelled 1 8UKHARA POST OFFICE 29 APR 1890 1 and a cover from f,oscow to 8ukhara with 
arrival mark of the Bukhara Telegraph Office in 1902. 

The field Telegraph Offices in Manchuria before and during the Russo-Japanese War 
handled civilian mail. Here are examples of their markings from Talienvan, the 
Russian equivalent of the Chinese name for Talien Bay, in 1902 and Oalnii, the new 
Russian name meaning 'far off' for the same place, in 1903; also from Yinkow, 
Liaoyang and Kirin, all on stamps or pieces, and in addition two covers. One was 
sent by Julian Price, war correspondent of the Illustrated London News, from l'ukden 
N.eld Telegraph Office in December 1904, and the other is from Tiehling field Tele
graph Office in 1904 with a registration label of field Post Office No 10 which 
enabled us to identify the location of this fPO. 

Telegraph offices continued to deal with mail in the revolutionary period and in the 
Soviet era. A cover with Irkutsk Telegraph cancellation in 1919 has an ordinary reg
istration label with Just the town name. It is interesting to note the Censor label 
and cachet of the combined Russian-American Censorship at Vladivostok. It want to 
France via Vladivostok and Yokohama. The last cover is from the early Soviet period. 
It has a cancellation of Kiev Telegraph in 1923 and a registration label of Kiev 
Central Post Office. The photograph mounted on the same sheet shows a proof impres
sion of the same Kiev Telegraph handstamp dated 1902 and comes from the Post and 
Telegraph Journal in the Lenin Library, Moscow through the kindness of my correspon
dent or ·N.V. Luchnik. 
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Moscow Railways 
DR. EDWARD KOSSOY 

The recent article by Mr Warr (BJRP 59) brings a lot of interesting information. 
That information calls in turn for some remarks. 

To start with, it seems that for philately Baedeker is a less reliable source of 
information than for example Sovietskii Kolektsioner. There I refer to No 11 of 
1974 and to Prof. N. Luchnik's 1 Zheleznodorozhnaya Pochta Rossii' ('The Railway 
Post of Russia•)1. Concerning railway stations Baedeker gives their number in 
1914 for Moscow as nine and for St Petersburg as seven. In Prof. Luchnik's article 
there are three lists of railway stations with post offices ('Zheleznodorozhnye 
Pochtovye Otdielenya'), one for the period before 1891, the second for 1891 - 1902 
and the third for 1903 - 1917. 

Below is the relevant extract from these lists: 

~ St Petersburg 

Before 1891 Nicholas (or St Petersburg) 
Nizhni-Novgorod 

Warsaw 
Nicholas (Moscow) 

Ryazan 
Kursk 
Brest 5 

1891 1902 No change for Moscow and St Petersburg 
other than administrative re-distribution! 

1903 - 1917 Alexander3 
Bryansk 
Vindava 
Kazan 4 
Ryazan-Ural 
Savelevo 
Severny (Northern) 
Saratov 
Yaroslav 

Baltic 
Vitebsk 
Tsarskoe-Selo 5 

To sum up: at the end of the Imperial period (1917) there were in Moscow at least 
13 (!) railway station post offices and only .5 or 6 such offices in St Petersburg. 

following the swift development of the Russian railway system, there was created 
in 1869 a separate Direction of Railway Post Transports. The whole network of 
railway station post offices and railway post wagons was subordinated to nine 
main offices ('Ot 1 diely 1 ). At the end of the period their number rose to twelve. 
In 1869 the No 1 main office was in the St Petersburg Warsaw Station, No 2 in the 
St Petersburg Nicholas Station, No 3 in the Moscow Ryazan Station, No 4 in the 
Moscow Kursk Station and No 8 first in the Moscow Smolensk then in the Brest 
Station. In 1891 there was a redistribution and St Petersburg retained only one 
No 1 office in the Nicholas Station - and Moscow No 2 office in the Nizhni-Novgorod 
(later renamed Kazan) Station. 

The translation by Mr Joseph, BJRP SS, is 
limited to the list of TPOs only. The 
Russian original brings much more useful 
information. 

2 See later explanation. 

3 Re-naming of the Smolensk station. 

4 Re-naming of the Nizhni-Novgorod station. 

18 

5 In my collection I have several items with 
1st Petersburg finski Vokzal' indication. 
It could be that the 'Finland terminal' is 
identical with the Baltic. Otherwise it is 
Prof. Luchnik 1s omission. I have also a 
cover with C2 type cancellations inscribed 
'Moskva Yuzhn 1 (Moscow, Southern Railway) 
and dated 26 May 1B77. Unless it is an 
alternative name for tha Kursk terminal, 
it is also an omission. 
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Consequently, the St Petereburg double-circled cancellations (T.Cd 7} with the in
scription 1 1 Ot 1 diel 1 dated from 1869 on and '2 Ot'diel' dated 1869-1891 as well as 
Moscow cancellations '3', '4' and '8 Ot'diel' dated 1869-1891 and 1 2 Ot 1 diel 1 as 
from 1891 are not town office marks as would at first appear but railway post can
cellations. 

Passing to the stations and post routes (T.P.O.) leading to and from Moscow ae cited 
by Mr Warr, it would seem that his quotations are rather perfunctory. Leaving aside 
the Tsarskoye Salo 'fancy• line constructed in 1837, the St Petersburg-Moscow line 
opened on 1 November 1851 has been since then the most important in Russia. The 
railway post marks of that line are indeed the vade mecum of such marks in Russia, 
representing practically all the types in use during the various periods. 

These types start with the rectangular boxed two lines mark 'Mose. Railw. st.• 
(•~1oskva Stantsya Zheleznoy Dorogi') and the date in the lower line (T.Bx). In Prof. 
Luchnik 1s article there is a reproduction of such a mark with the date 26 May 1B55. 
Mr Warr•s cover with the mark dated 26 June 1853 should be considered as a great 
rarity. (A similar cover in my own collection is dated 19 November 1857}. 

MOC.CT.XEJI.JOP. 

26 MAlSI 1S55 

T.Bx T.Hx 

Shortly after the introduction of adhesive stamps in Russia (1857/58) all post 
offices were supplied with dotted markers 6• A dotted hexagon type with a cipher in 
the centre was reserved for all the railway post offices {T.Hx). The St Petersburg 

6 'filatelia SSSR' No 11, 1969, p. 10 quotes 
instruction No 1s 147 and 157 of 31 May and 
17 August 1858 to that effect. 

BRITISH JOURNAL or RUSSIAN PHILATELY 60 19 



station received the No 1, and Moscow No 2. Together with the hexagon cancellation 
on the stamps there were, starting from April 1860, circular one-ring marks stamped 
either alongside the hexagons or on the reverse side of the letter. These circular 
cancellations have the inscription 'Nicholas Railway' in the upper part and 'Moscow• 
in the lower part of the circle with the date in three lines at the centre (T.C1). 
Shortly after the official withdrawal of the dotted marks7 the first circular marks 
were replaced by a new type, practically identical with tha first one but with the 
order of inscriptions reversed: 'Moscow• on the top and 'Nicholas Railway• at the 
bottom of the circle (T.C2). Both types have the inscriptions in fat lettering. At 
the end of the 1870s a new type of mark appeared with the same inscription and 
positioning but with straight thin lettering (T.C3). A rare variation of the C1 type 
should be mentioned: one with the inscription in a double circle, type Cdb1. I saw 
it reported by ons source only 8 • 

C.2 

Cdb.l 

Returning to the dotted hexagons, it is interesting to nots that according to Prof. 
Luchnik "marks with the ciphers 3 to 9 were used in the postal wagons of the St 
Pstsrsburg-Warsaw line. Obliterations with the numbers 10 and 13 are unknown and 
there are reasons to believe that they did not exist". That is obviously an erron
eous statement. The dotted hexagons wars introduced, as already stated above, in 
1858. At that time only the line St Pstereburg-Moscow was in operation. As to the 
St Peteraburg-Warsaw line, it was then only in the stage of planning or, at beat, 
early construction. Thus that line could not-receive any number allocation till at 
least 1861. Indeed, the numbers 3 to 8 wars allotted to the postal wagons on the 
then only existing (except Tsarskoye Salo) line St Pstersburg-Moscow. In fact, that 
is what is stated i.a. in 'Les Timbres Paste de la Russia Imperials' published in 
May 1964 8• It lists the No 1 and No 2 as allotted to St Pstsrsburg viz. Moscow 
stations, the Nos 3 - B to postal wagons of the Nicholas line and No 9, 10, 11 and 
12 to the St Pstersburg line {p.82). 

Prof. Luchnik's error in assigning these numbers to the Warsaw line could be most 
probably explained by his confounding them with the numbers of the circular one
ring cancellations of the T~CS type used in 1863-1864 on the St Pstsrsburg-Warsaw 
line. Strangely enough, Prof. Luchnik does not mention that type at all though 
other sources discuss it quits sxtensivsly9. Some of the sources do not mention 
the allocation of No 10, 11 and 13 (frsnch), others the No 10 and 13 only (Bojano
wicz, Luchnik), and even are inclined to doubt their existence. As to the No 11, it 

7 The withdrawal of dotted markers was first 
announced by the instruction No 58 dated 
12 April 1860 and again by No 123 of 19 
fabruary 1863. But they remained widely in 
use till 18'i6 ('filatelia SSSR'op.cit.p.10). 

20 

8 Edit. by Cercle Philatelique francs-USSR, 
Paris. Same in 'filatelia SSSR'op.cit.p.10. 

9 See M.A. Bojanowicz: The Kingdom of Poland, 
London 1979, pp.128-130. 
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was doubtlessly used on the St Patersburg-Vilna-Bialystok(Warsaw) route, as correct
ly stated by Mr Bojanowicz 10 • Indeed, that is quite a common cancellation and I have 
it in my collection on a number of loose stamps and covers, one of them from St 
Petersburg to Paris via Warsaw dated June 1865 which is quite a late date. 

C.5 

I have also a rather indistinct '10' in a hexagon of dots on a 3 kop SG 10 stamp 
and two very distinct '13' on 5 kop SG 5 stamps. It is difficult to guess where the 
No 10 cancellation had been in use. I would risk to say that probably in the 
Bialystok-Vilna stretch of the Warsaw-St Petersburg TPO which would explain its 
rarity. As to the No 13, I have little doubt as to its use alongside the No 12-16 
on the Wierzbolowo-St Petersburg line. The sometimes forwarded suggestion that the 
No 13 was superstitiously avoided certainly does not hold water. The railway hexa
gons had been in use at the same time as other types of dotted cancellations. All 
of them have the No 13: circular (Ekaterinoslev), rectangular (Bogorodsk), and 
triangular (Agabugskaya). 

According to Prof. Luchnik 11 end as already mentioned above, in April 1860 there 
were introduced standardized circular cancellations of the C1 type: the name of the 
railway line in the upper part of the circle, the inscription 'Pocht. Vag. No.x• on 
the lower and the date in three lines in the centre. In the first of the three lines 
in a vertical or horizontal position besides the cipher depicting the day of the 
month, a separate cipher depicting the serial number allotted to a particular rail
way station of the respective line (St Petersburg was the number 1, Moscow 37). 
These ciphers ware supposed to be changed from station to station as the train 
progressed on the line. The name of the month was shortened in letters l'Yenv./ar/' 
- January, ate) in the second line, the year in the third. The number of the postal 
wagon appearing in the lower inscription is not of the route (in 1860 there was one 
single route only: St Petersburg-Moscow) but the serial day number of the train1~ 

What Prof. Luchnik does not mention is the fact that these T.C1 cancellations did 
not replace the dotted ones. Moreover, they were affixed - usually on the cover 
back - in addition to the last. In Prof. Luchnik's article there is a reproduction 
of a T.C1 cancellation of the Nicholes line dated 4 January 1866. In my own collec
tion I have a cover with an identical cancellation dated 17 August 1862. 

A different type of cancellation is the already-mentioned CS type: no railway line 
name in the inscription; full 'Pochtovyi Vagon No 4' in the- circle and the letter 
'A' in the middle of the lower part; the date and station serial number in the 

10Ibid., p.126 11 Dp.cit. p.43 12Jbid. 
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centre like in the T.C1. While Prof. Luchnik does not mention them at all, others 
describe them in some datail13 • It seams they were used at least in 1863 - 1866 on 
the Vilna-Wierzbolowo branch of the St Patersburg--lalarsaw line. 

According to most of the sources, after the creation of the separate Direction of 
Railway Post Transports in 1869 the existing TPD routes were numbered; the St Petars
burg-l'loscow route receiving the No 1 - 2, preserved to this very day. The T.C1/2 type 
cancellations were replaced by new ones (T.C4). In these the name of the railway line 
in the upper part of the circle was replaced by the inscription 1Pochtovyi vagon 
No x-z•. Another novelty was a cipher in brackets at the very bottom of the circle. 
The serial number of the station and the date in three lines in the centre as in 
T.C1-3 remained unchanged. 

Types C.4 

Mr Warr interprets the cipher in brackets at the bottom of the circle in the can
cellation as "the number of the Cancel". That seems to me rather confusing. As far 
as I know, those ciphers depict the serial number of the railway train in the day. 
To be more explicit: on every railway line there ware several numbers of trains in 
each direction every day. Already on the Tsarskoya Salo line there are post marks 
1 1 1 or 1 2 1 or 13 poyezd', indicational that the particular letter was sent by first, 
second or third train in the day. 

(Note: It is the Editor's belief that the serial number corresponded to the number 
of the Travelling Post Office.) 

In my own collection I have cancellations of the C4 type of the No 1-2 route with 
1-5 train numbers, the latest of them dated 20 April 1875. Mr Warr mentions a 
wrapper to London with 1Vagon No 1-2 (7)' cancellation dated 1872 14• That would 
mean that till 1875 there were 7 pairs of postal trains on the St Patarsburg-l'loscow 
No 1-2 route. In my collection I have a cover cut with 5k and 30k (SG 20 & 23) 
adhesive stamps obliterated with two clear T4 cancellations dated 9 December 1867. 
This is interesting insofar as it proves clearly that the St Petersburg-Moscow 
route was allocated the numbers 1-2 even before the creation of the Direction of 
Railway Post Transports. 

The T.C4 cancellations show some variations. The first sub-type (T.C4A) has fat 
lettering with all letters finely serifed. These serifs disappear later on (T.C48). 
Early in the 1870s the fat lettering is replaced by a straight thin one (T.C4C). 
Later the double numbering (1-2, 3-4, 5-6, ate) is replaced by a single one, each 
direction of the route keeping its own number (T.C4D). 

Mr Warr mentions a "PS posted in Grodno 29 June 1879 to Kovno 30 June with transit 
c.d.s. 'Pochtovyi Vagon No 2 30 June 1879, station 33 11 • This seams to be a rather 

13eojanowicz, op.cit. pp.128-30. 14lbid.,p.40 of (i). 
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unusual item. Grodno is on the St Petersburg-Warsaw line and Kovno on the Vilna
Wierzuolowo branch of the same line. Moreover, Vilna junction was the No 33 station 
on the line. I am afraid therefore that ~r Warr misread the 'No 2' and it is 
correctly 'Pochtovyi Vagon No 3'. 

In the wake of the Lisbon Postal Congress of 1890 a new type of cancellations was 
introduced in Russia {T.C6). The main difference with the previously used C4 types 
was in the dating. It remained in the centre but took the form of a cross - the year 
horizontally divided by a hyphen ( 1 18 - 91 1 ), with the day over it and the month in 
Roman ciphers below. The ciphers depicting stations began to disappear from the 
cancellations of the precedent C4 types. In the C6 types they disappeared altogether. 
The C6 types, in quite a number of variations, ~era in general use in the terminals 
('Vokzals') and stations as well as the TPOs. In the latter case the ciphers at the 
bottom of the circle depicting the daily serial number of the train were retained. 
As to terminal cancellations, many of them have the upper and lower inscriptions of 

, 
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the circle separated by ciphers '1', '2', sometimes higher. Some see in these 
ciphers serial train numbers. This seams to me more than doubtful. A letter posted 
in Moscow in the Nicholas terminal but addressed to Kazan had to be first sent to 
that last terminal or directly to the postal wagon of the TPO No11. It would be 
practically impossible to know at the Nicholas terminal by which train of the TPO 
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No 11 the letter would reach. It seems to me almost certain that the relevant 
ciphers depict simply the numbers of the respective desks at the (bigger) post 
offices. Such procedure greatly facilitates controls. 

At about the same time as T.C6 another and very distinct type of railway cancel
lations made its appearance: the octagon (T.ox). Prof. Luchnik mentions its use 
on the TPO routes Nos 135-142 only 15 • There were certainly many more: in my own 
collection I have Nos 3, 4, 5, 6, 13, 14 but neither No 1 or No 2. 

O.x 

The use of these octagons is not free from controversy. The most plausible explana
tion in my opinion refers to the terms of the contracts between the Direction of 
Railway Post Transports and the Grande Compagnie de Chemins de Fer Russes. Under 
the terms of these contracts the Direction paid 30 kop. for each verst (about! of a 
mile) of a postal wagon run, but only 11¼ kop. if the post was transported not in a 
separate · posral wagon but in a postal compartment ('pochtoveye ot'dielenye') 
provided by the railway line. It stands to reason that whenever the volume of post 
transported did not justify the use of a separate railway wagon, the Post tried to 
save money by using the cheaper compartments. 

On 3 February 1903 the Chief of the Imperial General Direction of Posts and Tele
graphs by an instruction No 9 16 ordered the switch from all forms of circular can
cellations, including those used on railways, to a standardized oval one (T.Ov). 
The desired standardization was never achieved in practice. In fact, many circular 
cancellations remained in use till the end of the Imperial period and even after. 
The oval cancellations show quite a number of variations. Those used by terminal 
POs have 1Vokz.' or 'Vokzal' or 1 Zhel.Dor.Poch.Otd. 1 inscriptions. Those used by 
TPOs have the names of the town terminals separated by the route number, e.g. 'St 
Petersburg 1 Moscow'. Prof. Luchnik gives several TPO Moscow routes T.ov. ezamples, 
the earliest of them dated 5.7.05. It is a Moscow-1,ostroma TPO cancellation, and 
differs from the standard ones in that it has both route numbers: 133 1 in the upper 
and 1 34 1 in the lower part of the oval. 

Out of fourteen Moscow TPOs quoted by Mr Warr, five only - Nos 1-2 (SP8-Moscow), 
11-12 (M-Nizhni), 15-16 (M-Kharkov), 209-210 (M-Novosokolniki) and 245-246 
(J',-Savelovo) - stayed unchanged during the whole of the Imperial period. 

-1. The No 13-14 TPC route was Moscow-voronezh till 1900; from 1900 to 1904 it was 
Moscow-Kozlov, and from 1904 on again Moscow-Voronezh with sub-section ( 1 Ct 1 diel) 
Moscow-Ryazhsk. 

2. The No 17-18 TPO route was initially and till 1895 Kursk-Kiev; it became Moscow
Kiev in 1900. 

3. The No 33-34 TPO route was Moscow-Yaroslav till 1881; Moscow-Vologda 1881-1891, 
Moscobl-Kostroma 1891-1913, and from 1913 again Moscow-Vologda. 

4. The No 41-42 TPD route was Moscow-Smolensk till 1881, ~loscow-8rest 1881-1884, 
then again Moscow-Smolensk 1884-1891, and Moscow-Minsk thereafter. 

5 0 The No 43-44 TPO route was Kozlov-Saratov and became Moscow-Saratov in 1914 only. 

15Jbid., p.48 16Jbid., pp.54-57 
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6. The No 135-136 TPO route was initially (1895) and till 1912 Ryazan-Kazan, and 
Moscow-Kazan since. 

7. The No 209-210 TPO route Moscow-Novosokolniki was opened in 19□ 3. It would 
therefore seem that only T.Ov. cancellations could be expected. Still, I have a 
cover sent from Berlin and bearing a T.C6 cancellation 1 Pochtovyi Vagon No 210 1 

and dated 25.VI.1903. 

a. The No 215-216 TPO route was Ruzaievka-Syzran from 1899 to 1912 and Moscow
Samara afterwards. 

9. The No 223-224 TPO route was Alexandrov-Ivanovo-Voznesensk from 1900 to 19□4, 
1904-1915 Alexandrov-Kineshma, and from 1915 only Moscow-Kineshma. 

10. The No 231-232 TPO route was Moscow-Kozlov from 1900 to 1915, then becoming 
Shepetovka-Kamenets-Podolsk. 

There were at least two more TP□ routes •from and to Moscow not mentioned by Mr Warr. 
They are the ~loscow-Ramenskoye and rioscow-Siergeievo, both of them unnumbered and 
using cancellations of non-standardized double-circled Type Cd8. The diameter of 
the outer circle of the Ramenskoye cancellations is 29mm, of the inner 18mm; of the 
Siergeievo, 28mm outer and 20mm inner circle. In my collection I have the following 
covers: Moscow-Ramenskoye 20.11.15, Ramenskoye-Moscow 30.5.19, Moscow-Siergeievo 
14.VI.1915, and Siergeievo-f1oscow 20.VII.1915. 

~r~\ · !'2011.1sa) 
-::> ~-
Oyr_ ep.<\) 

Mr Warr•s final remarks concern the Moscow oval 'Vokzal' cancellations. The one 
cited under 4 (VI) is not a Moscow but a Nizhni-Novgorod (Moskovsko-Nizhnegrodskii 
Vokzal) cancellatio~. Similarly, the Briansk SA cancellation is of the Mosco-Kiev
Voronezh terminal in Briansk. Moreover, the postcard was addressed to Riga and there
fore was sent not via Moscow but directly from Briansk via the TPO route No 7-8 
orel-Briansk-Riga. The 'St Sinezherim' is 'Sinezerki' half-way from Briansk to Narla. 
The letter addressed to Copenhagen most probably was sent via Briansk and Riga like 
the precedent, and hardly via Moscow. 

When somebody was intent to ensure that a given postcard or letter be sent by a 
particular railway line, he had to post it not in a station post office but directly 
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into the mail-box of a travelling TP office. And many did. I do not agree that 
station postmarks are not very common. In my own collection I have several hundreds. 

(Editor's note: Cancellations from•stantsiya 1 post offices, often in small localities, 
are frequently scarce.) 

One more word about the railway stations and railway terminal post offices. Prof. 
Luchnik thinks that only a limited number of post offices in the railway terminals 
were administered by ths Direction of Railway Post Transports and the majority of 
them had no relation whatsoever with that institution being part and parcel of the 
local post edministration 17 • It might be so as far as stations are concerned, but 
certainly not terminals ( 1 Vokzals 1 ). In old Russia the railway lines as a rule were 
laid well outside towns and villages. Most of the railway stations were constructed 
at quite a distance from the next populated locality. Often a post office was opened 
in the immediate vicinity of such a station to facilitate the handling of the post 
via railway. In such cases we would find a cancellation of the locality itself 
bearing its name only, and a separate cancellation for the station post office with 
the letters 1ST' ( 1antsya 1 ) to distinguish it from the other one. Just as in some 
of these localities there would be a third post office with the town name and addi~ 
tion 1Pristan•, or 'Gavan' meaning 'harbour•. 

Quite different with the 1 Vokzals 1 : here the post office would be located not close 
to the railway station building, but inside it. And that means that the modalities 
of its operation - the same as those of the TPOs - had to be negotiated with the 

d ~ ~~ 
~ /- ~-z x-~~-

'0851 E. 
frt..,S,4-&0ll'1 

relevant railway administration, clearly the task of the Direction of Railway Post 
Transports. Thus the post offices in the railway terminals used, until the 1903 
standardization reform, cancellations describing them as, for example, 'St Petarsburg 
Potshtovoye Ot 1 dielenye of the Nicholas railway line•. The registered cover dated 
23.5.14 shows clearly that in that respect nothing was changed to the very last: the 
cover bears an · oval cancellation inscribed 'S.P.6urg Nicolai Vokzal 1 and a rectang
ular registration mark numbered and inscribed •s. Petersburg Nicolaev Vokz. Z.D.P. □.• 
the last meaning 1 Zheleznodoroznoye Pochtovoye Ot'dielenye•. 

17op.cit., pp. 65-66 
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Dots Cancellations: more information 
DR. EDWARD KOSSOY 

Of the truncat~d triangular type dotted cancellations I have in my collection some 
covers permitting further identification: 

1034 OZORKOW (236) 
1043 UNIEYOW (225) 
1063 ZARKI (167) 
1085 OZAROW (113) 
1106 KOSZYCE (119) 
1116 ·TOMASZOW LUB. (100} 

The numbers in brackets indicate the numbers allotted to the respective POB during 
the Kingdom of Poland Postal Administration in 185B-1B72 ( four-rings cancellation). 

on the same occasion I would like to express serious doubts as to the allocation of 
No 12138 to l'langushev, Nizheg. (BJRP tJo 40). The markers were hand-inscribed and the 
errors plentiful. I would say that No 1288 is MAGNUSZEW in the Radom gub. on the 
8est bank of the Vistula some 20 miles north of Kozienice. A PO was opened there 
about 1872. 

The •sannikskaya• and 'Zelevskaya• in BJRP No 55 are SANNIKI and ZELOW, earlier with 
324 and 336 four-rings cancellations. 

Estonian Forerunners: more information 
DR. EDWARD KOSSOY 

Among the many cancellations reproduced in the excellent article on 'Estonian fore
runners• by Flessrs Peel and Baillie there is one oval under the number 370 dated 
28.5.14 and inscribed in Cyrillic 'Revel Gavan x l'Joisek. Vokz. a•. The authors allot 
it to Group 20 01 - Railway Station marks. That is certainly erroneous. 'Revel-Gavan• 
means 'Revel Harbour•; •~1oisek' is Moisekel - a railway junction some 100 miles south 
of Revel. Messrs Peel and Baillie confirm in the discussed article that a TPO Revel
l'loisekel was in operation under the route number 239-240 since 1904. Under numbers 
348-352 some oval cancellations of that route are reproduced. 

The cancellation No 370 should be allotted correctly to Group 21 'TPOs on Railway 
Mail Coaches• and there to Table 1 B 'Travelling P.O.s: Terminus ~ames but NO Route 
Numbers 1 • 

I would also say that it is a rare cancellation. 

Expressions used by Russian Censorship in WW 1. 
Vskryto 
Pros111otreno 
Provereno 
Predyavleno •• 
Propushcheno •• 

from 1918 Censorship 

Opened 
Perused, examined 
Verified 
Produced 
Passed 

vstupilo 
Razreshsno 
D. Ts. 

in Siberia used the word 
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Was entered 
Permitted 

D.ozvoleno Ts.ensuroi 
Allowed by Censorship 

Kontrol' 

- BORIS PRITT 
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WW1 Censor Markings:more information 

Figl 

P, A, 1'1ICHALOVE 

From my collection of censored covers, I can report the following new markings as 
wall as variants and unusual usages of previously reported marks: 

PETRDGRAD 

An example of Casey and [Vpns' wax seal AS4 is dated ? •• 2.17. It is addressed to 
Copenhagen and bears a Danish receipt mark (New Style, of course) 3.3.17, After the 
abandonment of wax seals fairly early in Petrograd, the few examples from 1917 
suggest that in those difficult times, the censors may have been trying to put a 
little flair into their work! 

P10SCOW 

we can add l'Jo 4 to those reported for Warr•s type MBb, See also below, 

Another feature of interest in these circular types (M7-B) is the punctuation after 
the abbreviation POSMOTR. M7 has a period as in Warr•s illustration, but my examples 
of MBa lMos BB and 103) have a colon instead, For MBb, I have No 51 with a period 
and No 4 with no punctuation at all after POSMOTR. 

· · .. f ')/PuCTOBb UCflb 

i.J~lilJtl~J: :~3~ 
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UKRAINE 

The marking shown in figure 1 appears on a cover from Rostov-on-Oen to Paris dated 
1.6.16. It was presumably censored somewhere in the Ukraine, but I have not seen it 
illustrated elsewhere. 

TIFLIS 

The most common censor's marking from the Caucasus is the Tiflis mark which John 
Barry lists as figure 28 in BJRP 20. Caucasian Military Censor No 80 of this type 
shows a variant in that Caucasian is abbreviated K.8,VK. 

KAZAN 

A POW card dated 23.10.15 carries in addition to Barry's figure 55, a control mark 
shown in figure 2. The text surrounding the Imperial eagle is not too clear, but 
seems to read ·UPRAVLENIE KAZAN. VOINSK. NACHAL 1 NIKA. 

················· : 

. r 
Kn3. n. T. oKp . 

Fig 2 

ASTRAKHAN 

An example of Astrakhan Military Censor No 74 (associated with initials E.B.) differs 
from Barry's figure 53 in that the name of the city is given in small print between 
the two lines shown in Barry's illustration. This is on a card also bearing the 
POSTUPILO mark referred to in Dr Wortman•s article in BJRP 34. Boththis example and 
that of K.C. Crabtree (described in BJRP 46} are on post-free POW cards, while mine, 
also from a POW is on a 3k postal stationery piece with a 1k adhesive added. This 
card is postmarked 13.4.17 and the POSTUPILO stamp is dated 15 APR 1917. 

KRASNOYARSK 

The·marking illustrated in BJRP 35 (as figure 3) occurs as early as 13.10.15. 
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Fig3 

KHABAROVSK 

figure 3 shows a POW card bearing both a censor's mark and a control mark which I 
heve not seen reported before. As I have only a photocopy of the front of this 
unfranked card, I do not know the date of its use. 

More Thoughts on Registered Mail 
DAVID M. SKIPTON 

The 'Registered Mail - Addendum• series has gone a long way towards publicizing and 
popularizing this interesting field, and the BJRP and its contributors are to be 
congratulated for its extensive survey. As always, deduction of postal department 
policies and changes from covers and stamps alone involves much guesswork and not a 
little bit of luck in obtaining that certain 1 find 1 • The information which follows 
should help to define the limits of what was and was not registered mail, and how 
the postal administration viewed its responsibilities for transporting, safeguarding 
and delivering it. 

first, registered mail (?akaznoe) was not introduced in Russia until 1871. The pro
visional decrees (Vremennye Postanovleniya) issued in that year left the postal 
structure unchanged, but made wholesale changes in the 1857 regulations (Ustav) where 
mail was concerned. Prior to that time, the only thing approaching registration in 
Russia was insured mail (Strakhvaya) but, with the exception of its being entered in 
a logbook or register, it was treated differently. for instance, insured mail 
contents themselves were guaranteed against loss, and the insurance fee charged was 
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a percentage (or fraction of a percentage) of the contents value. (Russian mail of 
this nature sent abroad was often treated as registered by the foreign destinations, 
which is why many pre-1871 covera bear manuscript or label markings such as tEin
sehreiben', 1 Rekomandovano 1 or 'Recommandirt•. They are not, however, indicative 
of Russian registered mail). The entire system of sending money, securities and 
valuable documents through the mail was quite cumbersome and often costly. 

The 1871 provisional decrees introduced several forms of mail which greatly improved 
service to the populace. Postcards, declared-value packets (Tsennye Pekety), 
registered letters, merchants• goods under wrapper, and changes in the designations 
of money packet mail were all a result of these decrees. According to a Postal 
Department report of 1871, "it is necessary to eliminate insured (Strskhovsya) 
letter mail, replacing it with some other form of correspondence. At present, corres
pondents still use insured letter mail because it serves as the only means of safe
keeping for securities (in transit). But with the establishment of insurance for 
securities, insured letters lose their usefulness, for under (current) mailing 
regulations, they are inconvenient and expensive for the sender. In place of insured 
letter mail registered mail (which is called Rekomendovsnnyi abroad) will be estab
lished." 

The Postal Department divided its mail services into two broad categories - ordinary 
(Prostsys) and insured. Ordinary mail was anything not sent insured, so that 
ordinary letters, wrapper mail, packages with no declared value and registered 
letters were all lumped together. Unlike insured mail, registration was a fixed 
fee that had rio relation to distance, weight, or value of contents. According to 
the 1885 Compendium of Post-and-Telegraph Administration Regulations and Instruc
tions, the following items could be sent in registered envelopes: documents, various 
securities, stamped envelopes, revenue and postage stamps. The postal authorities, 
however, were not responsible for damage to registered letters, nor could they be 
held accountable if some or all of the contents were missing when the envelope 
arrived (Article 236). Likewise, registered letters put in mailboxes were handled 
as registered (i.e. entered in the registry book}, but treated as ordinary. In case 
of loss, the P.O. would not pay the 10 ruble •refund'. (This is why registered 
letters taken from mailboxes were stamped with a 1 Vynuto iz Yaschika', and probably 
a similar notation was made in the registry book at the same time.) 

N.I.Sokolov felt that registered moil was a sort of category unto itself, midway 
between ordinary and insured, because no insurance charge was levied, but the P.O. 
had to pay the 10 rubles in case of loss, which facts thus made it special. 

Registered postcards and wrappers did not appear on the scene until 1882, when the 
provisional decrees of that year allowed their introduction (footnotes to Articles 
17 and 20). Registration labels, of course, were not used until 1899, but the date 
for the 'R-in-circle' has not yet been determined. figure 1 is from a Xerox of a 
3 January 1884 registered cover from the f'ioscow foreign mail dispatch office to 
Copenhagen, thus far the earliest recorded example of the marking. 

Insured mail was comprised of money packets, declared-value packets, and declared
value packages. The 1871 provisional decrees left money-packet procedures as before, 
but with changes in names. Thus, letters with 'Otpravlenie s Oen•gami' (Sending 
with ~oney) became 'Oenezhnye Pakety' (Money Packets) and not 'Letters•, because 
money was sent in heavy paper or canvas wrappings. Declared-value packets (Tsennye 
Pakety) were of two types - •open' and 'closed•. 'Open• packets could carry up to 
15,000 rubles, while 'closed' could carry only up to 500 rubles. They were designed 
for mailing securities and interest-bearing securities tProtsentnye 8umagi), but 
coins and bills were not permitted in the 'closed' packets. For both kinds, the P.O. 
was responsible in case of partial or complete loss, and damage. r.oney bundles 
(Oenezhnye Uzly) were also treated as insured mail. According to Article 79, the 
post was not liable for claims after a period of two years from the date of mailing 
had passed. 

C.D.D. mail {Nalozhennyi Platezh) was introduced by the provisional decrees of 10 
November 1887. For this form, the Post-and-Telegraph Administration was responsible 
for the cash only upon payment by the recipient. If he refused to pay, the sender 
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was required to pay for the item's return. c.o.o. could also prove to be a highly 
expensive proposition for the sender. One example cited was a merchant sending a 
10-pound item costing 10 rubles c.o.o. from Odessa to Karch'. Mailing it cost 60 
kopeks, and in the event the recipient refused it, the merchant would owe the post 
another 50 kopeks for the return. If the recipient had left the city for Vyernyi 
or Semipalatinsk, with instructions to the post to forward his mail, the c.o.o. 
item would follow him. If he refused it there, the merchant was then forced to pay 
10 rubles to the post. The obvious moral was "know your recipient". 

Finally, on the subject of domestic money orders, from items in my collection and 
those of others in the Washington area, it would appear that the 'insurance labels' 
affixed to money orders were introduced sometime in 1904. A group of 30-odd cards 
from the Vil 1na and Warsaw areas shows the use of handstamps in January and 
February of 1904, and labels in October on. 

A New Type of 'Bez Plat'? 
R. L. JOSEPH 

'BEZ PLAT' means, in effect, 'Without (the requirement of) Payment•. It can mean 
'BEZ PLAT(EZHA)' 'Without Payment•, or 'BEZ PLAT(A)' 'Without Fee•, or BEZ PLAT(NOE)' 
'Without requiring Payment•. The effective meaning is the same. However, a 'BEZ 
PLAT' marking can refer to 'Free Mail' or 'Free from (Special) Charge'. 

References in philatelic literature in the past have referred to a 'BEZ PLAT' postal 
marking, applied to covers in the 1B70s. Kurt Adler, in his article in Rossica 
76/77 of 1969 (pp 88-89) considered that the marking related to military mail, 
following an earlier reference in Rossica 69 by D.N. Minchev. George Shalimoff 
corrected this view in his article in Rossica 94/95 of 1978 (pp 113-115), which was 
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Actual size: 
1511111 X 12311111 

based en new Russian research by M.Dobin, published in 'Soviet Collector• (1977 
and 1978). 

from this research, it appears that the early 'BEZ PLAT' marking refers to the ex
emption from a local delivery charge within St Peteraburg. The local delivery charge 
(levied fro■ 1859 to June 1875) applied to inter-city or foreign mail addressed to 
local residents. Tha exemption applied to mail addressed to "Government Institutions, 
Officials, Pupils of Government Institutions, Lower Ranks of tha Armed Forces, and 
Prisoners", and the exemption was evidenced by a handstamp 'BEZ PLAT' in red ink. 
Some years ago, I acquired an accuAJUlation of used Imperial Russian stamps. The 
original source of this hoard appeared to have been a family living in Yuriev (Dorpat). 
The stamps were packed in various packets and envelopes. Several of these envelopes 
ware of a type that attracted my attention. A photostat of the front and back of one 
of the envelopes ia shown. 

Translation of details printed on the cover ia as follows: 
f'RONT: Heading 

Bottom 

'THE BALTIC SOCIETY FOR THE ENCOURAGEMENT Of OJLTIVATION Of BOGS 
(AND MRSHES)' 

•on the grounds of Article 4 of the regulations contained in the 
Law of 16 June of the Year 1905, this letter is to be sent by 
post without (the requirement of) payment• 

REVERSE: 'Addressz for Ordinary Correspondence 
TOMA(?) via ST-IYU (or YU) North-Western Railway VEGGEVA (Vageva) 

for Percale & Registered Correspondence 
G(orod) Yuriev, Zalllkovaya 1 (=LOCK STREET SCHLOSS STA) 

(~1y thanks are due to l'lr L.A. Kolat for correcting my attempts at translation). 
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It appears that these 'BEZ PLATNOE' covers are examples of a type of free frank, 
hitherto unrecorded, for the use of charities. 

Used examples are, I suspect, non-existent, at least in the west. Have members 
exuples of similar covers, either from this Society or from similar charitable 
institutions? Does anyone know about the Law of 16 June 1905? 

Bif ogade forsandelse 
har skadats av vatten vld 
Angfartyget "Heimdalls" 
larllsning den 8 sept. 1929 
i Stockhohm ska.rgA.rd. 

Postdirektionen i : . .i1 
ckholms Disirikt. (,,. l f 

Shipwreck! 
R. P. KNIGHTON 

The main shipping routes between Finland and Sweden are from Turku (Abo) to Stock
holm, and from Helsinki to Sweden. 

On the 8 September 1929 the steamship 'Heimdalls' left Stockholm and was wrecked in 
the the Swedish archipelago. The mail on . board was recovered a few days later, dried 
out and forwarded to Finland. The Swedish Post Office affixed a label on the letters 
and cards which records the disaster and reads 'Bifogade fHrs!ndelse har skadats av 
vatten vid angfartyget "Heimdalls" fHrlisning den B sept. 1929 i Stockholms sk!rgard. 
Poatdirektionen i Stockholms Distrikt.• 

I received this postcard from the lady to whom it was sent in 1929. 

One of these wreck covers - a window-envelope and without an addressee - was offered 
in an English auction in 1982, with a valuation of £85. 
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Travels in Transcaspia and Turkestan 1895 
OR. HANS B. KRENSLER 

I borrowed quite an interesting book from our local scientific- library, and take the 
liberty of quoting a couple of passages fro~ it, hoping they will prove of interest. 

The book is in Old German, titled 1Travel-pictures from Persia, Turkestan & Turkey•, 
written by one Mr E. Kauder, published in Breslau in 1900, describing his journeys 
through these countries in 1895. very vividly and thoroughly he writes about the 
Journey frOffl Betum to Baku, from Baku to Enzeli on board the 'Admiral Kornilov• 
(with a Finnish captain), his troublesome travels through parts of Persia and his 
leaving Tehran for the Caspian Sea to get to Turkastan. He went north-east to 
Meshed-i-Sar, described by A.R. Neligan in his 'Hints for Residents end Travellers 
in Persia•, 1914, as follows: 

"Meshed-i-Sar is the port of Barfarush, en important town in Mazanderen near the 
Caspian. It is the point on the Caspian nearest to Tehran in point of distance. From 
it steamboats run to Enzeli (forty hours), Baku, Bunder Gez, the· port of Astarabad 
(eleven hours), end Kresnovodsk (thirty-six hours)". 

Now we come to Mr E. Kauder arriving at this same port: 

"The end of my Journey, the port Meehed-i-Sar, is a small settlement consisting of 
th~ Russian Steamship Company building and Just a couple of similar, better houses. 
There ie no guest-house ••• The next morning I went to the Agency and secured a ehip 
ticket. The officer complained, through two interpreters, English in Persian and 
Persian in Russian, about fever illness. He told me that his family had to leave on 
the same steamer, they couldn't take the climate any longer. The man had an educated 
appearance to me and I pitied him having to live in this far-off, unhealthy place for 
years". 

This was in October 1895. It tells us not only of the health-endangering circumstances 
that reigned (and supposedly still do) on this pert of the Caspian coast, et least in 
the autumn, but also of the Agency of the Hussian Shipping Companies mentioned by 
Tchilinghirian and Stephen in their book. No mention is made of postal possibilities, 
though that, of course, does not exclude their existencet Mr Kauder doee mention, , 
rather frequently, posting possibilities (as we shall see) and hie narration is very 
thorough (and German - sorry, slipped over my tongue1), so a post office et Meshed
i-Sar in 1895 is at the least questionable. 

Arriving at Meshed-i-Sar on horseback, travelling 5½ days from Tehran, he embarked 
on the steamer 1 Turkmen 1 belonging to the Caucasus end Mercury Steam Shipping Company. 
At this time the northbound steamer to Astarebad and Unsun-ads (his next destination) 
arrived and departed once a week, every Thursday. The next passage from his book is 
of particular interest: 
11 1 soon found out that the 'Turkmen carried a post office on board end its official 
became my friend over some caviar and vodka. Helping out with a small dictionary and 
some fragmentary French we arrived at some sort of mutual understanding, so I could 
purchase some stamps and hand over a couple of recommended letters, which l had 
enough time to produce during the next two days". 

Mr Kauder explicitly writes "post office•, which could mean that aa early as 1895 
post was handled.!!!£!. ~arked on board the 1 Turkmen 1 (T and S again). The mentioning 
of "recommended letters" does not diminish this assertion. 

Landing for a couple of hours outside Astarabad (Bunder Gez, the port with 1200 
inhabitants in 1B98), he notices a Russian 11'1arine station• on one of the islands 
guarding the entrance to Astarabad (Aschur Ada - in English Ashur Ada I suppose - is 
the name of the island, and it is marked Russian-owned one German DIBp from 1910, 
and mentioned in Ritter's Geographical Encyclopedia from 1B98. In what border agree
ment did it become Russian? 27 Mey 1893, 9 December 1881, or even earlier?). One 
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larger and some smaller steamer warships are to be seen and he also describes the 
coming aboard of some Russian officers, including the top military man himself, a 
Hussian admiral with his wife. The question of a possible (very early1) field post 
station cannot be completely dismissed, can it?* 

The customs clearance, by the way, took place far out on the open sea. A sailing 
ship with Russian officers came out to the waiting steamer from Chikishlyar, from 
the not-to-be-eeen coast. 

I would say, altogether, a not uninteresting account of travelling in the border 
area of Persia-Russia at the end of the last century. With some special philatelic 
aspects 

* BJRP No 16 P• 474/5 (Field Post Office); BJRP No 28 p.5/6 (Astarabad, Mil. cane.); 
BJRP No 48 p.14 (Astarabad). 

Georgia: An unusual Fiscal Overprint 
O. W. LEVANOOWSKY 

Mr Oaniel Levendowsky (Miami) recently advised the editor about an unusual strip of 
fifteen stamps of the 50k imperforate stamp of Georgia (Menshevik Republic 1919-21) 
bearing an overprint in Georgian characters, including the official •st George• 
motif. This overprint is repeated altogether four times on the strip, reading twice 
horizontally in a tete-beche arrangement. 

Though brought up in Tiflis and havirig lived there with his parents and family until 
October 1920, Mr Levandowsky had never seen such stamps until he obtained this strip 
and presumed them to be some fiscal surcharge used between 1919-21. He asked a 
friend in Tbilisi the meaning of the Georgian inscriptions, and was very surprised 
when told they were: 

"BANDEROLI FOR MATCHES * * * UP TO 75 LIGHTINGS" 

The strip of stamps was meant to indicate a tax on a box of matches, and apparently 
was wrapped and glued on. Mr Levandowsky never saw such a 1 banderole 1 during his time 
in Tiflis. On a visit to Georgia, Mr K.A. Didubelidze, a former President of the 
Georgian Philatelic Society, expressed the view that the use of postage stamps for 
making the match banderolss resulted from scarcity of paper et that time. Mr A.N. 
Muchaidze, a prominent Georgian collector, told him that the banderoles were in fact · 
used for the products of a match factory in Mtskheta. At present Mr Levendowsky is 
trying to obtain more information, such as exactly when they were used (given that it 
was before February 1921); whether the amount of tax coincided with the face value of 
the stamps; and whether any other values than 50k were overprinted. 

The present editor can add that these stamps are known, although hitherto the Georg
ian inscription had not been translated, and therefore the discovery that they were 
for matches is something quite new. In 1952 it was noted that the late Charles 
Stibbe's collection of Georgia contained two separate strips of the same stamps (but 
with only eight stamps !n each) showing the overprint. One strip had the overprint 
effect on the reverse. Much later he himself obtained a strip of eight. Mr Levandowsky 
knows of a collector in USSR having another strip of 15 in his collection. 
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VOF Exhibition in Tbilisi 
D.W. LEVANDOWSKY 

Mr Daniel Levandowsky recently had the good 
fortune to visit Tbilisi and attend the 
stamp exhibition held there between 20-29 
May 1983. This was organised by VOf, but 
included exhibits from Soviet collectors, 
and from collectors in the German federal 
Republic/West Germany. _ The Jury consisted 
of four Soviet collectors together with 
our good friend and member Mr Harry von 
Hofman (Hamburg). 

Mr Levendowsky reported that the exhibits 
varied somewhat in quality. Some were ex
tremely good and showed material that was 
new and quite exciting. Others tended to be 
pedestrian perhaps indicating, in some 
cases, the difficulty of finding earlier 
material in USSR. Many of the German col
lectors showed German States. Mr Levendo
sky could not understand why there was not 
a batter showing of Transceucasia. The most 
outstanding exhibit in this context was 
given by Mr I.S. Khitarinshvili (Tbilisi) 
the present Presid~nt of the Georgian 
Philatelic Society, who showed 'Postage 
Stamps of Soviet Georgia•. There are at 
least two other collectors in Tbilisi who 
could have mounted superb exhibits of 
Georgia. Other Soviet exhibits included: 
Mr L.M. Avakov (Tbilisi) 'RSFSR Post•; 
Mr V.I. Butorin (Moscow) 'Railway Post•; 
Mr R.B. Dadzis (Riga) 'Postal Handstamps of 
Soviet Latvia 1919-20'; Mr M.A. Dobin 
(Leningrad) • Hia.tory of St Peters burg Posts•; 
Mr A.G. Linnard (Tartu) 'History of Estonian 
Posts•; Mr P.f. Mazur (Moscow) 'Revolutionary 
Postage StBlllps•; Mr N.f. Mandrovskii {Tallin) 
'Russian Steamship Posts•; and Mr U.M. 
Rudinkov (Leningrad) 'Russian Zemstvo Stamps•. 

Whilst many of the exhibits by the Gercnan 
visitors related issues of their own country, 
Mr Horst G. Dietrich (Kaast) showed some 
superlative covers sent from Bokhara to 
Peshswar, and vice versa. Mr Sven Kreul 
(Hamburg) showed 'Latvian Air Post•; Mr 
Hans-Urgen Maier (Weael) 'History of Soviet 
Air Posts•; and Mr Werner Schick 'Russian 
Post in the Levant and China•. 

Georgia fiscal overprints: Mr G.V. Shslimoff (Sen Francisco) most 
kindly took these photographs of the complete strip of 15, and a 
folded version of eight. 

BRITISH JOURNAL Of RUSSIAN PHILATELY 60 37 



Russian 5"½% War Loan 1915-16 
and related ephemera 
J. G. MOVES 

The 'Cinderella Philatelist•, Val 22 No 3, July 1982, included an article by Welter 
Schmidt, of Oregon USA, of considerable interest to collectors of Russian labels. 
Under the title •rellin Seals 1917' the author drew attention to the similarity of 
three labels inscribed 1fellin 1917 1 to some others produced in rrance by a notorious 
character named Delandre. These labels are three of six rellin types that are found 
printed together on the same sheet as a series of 26 other labels advertising and 
exhorting the public to buy the Russian Government's 5,% War Loan. There is no 
obvious reason why these two separate issues should bs printed together. Specialist 
opinion from the Soviet Union indicates that the war Bond labels are accepted there 
as a legitimate Russian production of the time, but opinion on the Fellin labels is 
uncertain. The position is complicated further by the existence of other labels 
inscribed •rellin 1917 1 • These are too large to have been printed with the rest of 
them. One of these also bears a similarity to another label, this time a legitimate 
Russian issue. The implication is obvious. were the rellin labels a Delandre issue 
and thus bogus? . If so, what can we say about the War Bond series? Are they also a 
bogus issue? Have they been reprinted? 

I have exchanged many letters with Mr Schmidt on this subject and with his enthus
iastic agreement and encouragement I have written this article to present the known 
information to Russian specialists. Hopefully someone can provide the missing link 
we need to reach a definite conclusion. 

As most members will not be familiar with Delandre, an explanation of his activities 
would be an appropriate place to begin. Walter Schmidt is a specialist collector of 
Delandre's work and the 'Cinderella Philatelist• Vol 20 No 4, October 1980, contains 
an article by him giving a resume of what is known about this man. 

Oelandre was active in several shady schemes before WWI. When the war began (and I 
quote from the article)"••• he solicited public funds for the purpose of developing 
an airplane wing that had the capability of shooting arrows at enemy planes. On 
another occasion he borrowed large sums of money from several wealthy individuals in 
order to design and develop a periscope that would be capable of locating enemy 
submarines underwater." 

"Sometime in 1914 Oelandre decided to design, print and distribute seals for all the 
regiments of the rrench Army. Undoubtedly he was inspired by the production of well
designed regimental seals issued by the Italian government at the turn of the century. 
He became a member of the French Propaganda Society and sent out advertising flyers 
announcing his plan to issue war stamps. Oelandre•s verbal skills and powers of per
suasion must have been extraordinary, because he convinced the finest artists (in
cluding Charles Brun, official painter of the War Ministry) and the most knowledge
able military experts of his day to help him create the most fascinating array of 
military vignettes, propaganda labels and Red Cross seals that the world has ever 
seen." 

"The plan received a setback when the military censors refused to approve the dis
tribution of these regimental seals to soldiers in the field. Undaunted by his 
failure to receive official approval from the censors or the Government, Oelandre 
then altered his advertising campaign and sold his military seals in packets to the 
public. He was en immediate success, in part because of a general wave of patriotic 
zeal that swept over the people on the home front. In addition his clever advertising 
campaign, tho~h it included several subtle deceptions, virtually insured his 
success." 

"Oelendre•s vision end egocentricity did not allow him to do anything in a smell way. 
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Not content to limit his seal productions to France, he produced a number of equally 
fascinating issues for Great Britain, Belgium, Russia, Serbia, Montenegro, and, of 
course, Italy. He sometimes sold unsolicited Had Cross seals to other countries to 
keep his cash flow up and his empire going. However, he is known to have been com
missioned toprint seals for legitimate Red Cross organisations as well. Even then, 
he used the inside of these Had Cross booklet covers to advertise his war stamps. It 
is this crossover between Oelandre•s legitimate business practices and his fraudulent 
manipulations that presents such a challenge to the student of his life and work." 

Oelandre produced a catalogue of Italian, Red Cross and military issues. Many items 
in it were not his own creations. "In the Italian section, for example, most of the 
items that appear are the early official regimental seals issued by the government. 
Oelandre simply included some of his own Italian creations in this section without 
any explanation. He also sold reprints of the originals to collectors who evidently 
thought they were buying originals." Walter quotes from a letter he owns sent to a 
dissatisfied customer by Oelandre in which he openly admits to making •re-impressions' 
and 'new stamps which we make ourselves•. 

Oelandre also printed an album in which are spaces for no less than one hundred and 
six Russian labels, all for various regiments. The numbering on the pages goes awry 
and reaches one hundred and forty-four. Walter tells me that Oelandre overreached 
his capabilities and the likelihood is that most of the Russian issues were never 
printed. Some known examples are illustrated in figs 1 and 2. fig 1 is for the 115th 
Vyazma l!egiment (oeiandre No 88} and fig 2 is for the 145th Novocherkassk Infantry 
(Oelandre No 108}. The Russian inscriptions are incorrect. 

Oelandre also produced labels in French on Russian themes. fig 3 shows one for 
Petrograd and fig 4 one of Odessa. These are signed by the designers. The Petrograd 
label is priced 2k. and the inscription reads 'Sold to help wounded French' while 
the Odessa label is priced 1k. and reads 'for our wounded Compatriots•, with the 
dates 1914 - 1916 at the top. 

We know then for a fact that Delandre printed labels in Russian and planned to 
produce a large range of them. We also know that he produced •re-impressions• of 

1 

3 

2 

4 
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labels from sources other than his own. We know he was commissioned to print seals 
for legitimate Red Cross organisations. 

Now let us consider the Fellin and War Bond labels. The first mention of these comes 
in Trachtenburg 1s listing of 1919 published in 'Catalogue Special des Timbres de 
Guerre de Russia' under the imprint of Yvert et Tellier. While Yvert•s reputation is 
not in question, we cannot say the same about Trachtenburg, an Odessa stamp dealer 
who was not bothered about the ethics of his profession. When the opportunity · 
presented itself to make money from the Ukraine Trident issues for Odessa he •arrang
ed' for the overprinting of certain values not available at the Odessa Post Office, 
presumably sheets from his own stock. With some of these he prepared a large number 
of blatantly philatelic covers neatly cancelled with genuine date-stamps but no back 
stamps. Or R.J. Ceresa in his 'Postal Stamps of Russia 1917-23 1 Vol 2 Ukraine, Part 
2 Odessa Types III and IV, page 35, after examining all the evidence about Trachten
burg1s activities concludes: 11 1. The unofficial loan of the metal handstamps of 
Odessa by Trachtenburg with the possibility that they were actually removed from the 
P.O. ••• 4. The disposal of most of the Trachtenburg issue to the trade, much of it 
abroad. ••• 6. The official or unofficial acceptance by the Odessa Post Office of 
part of the Trachtenburg issue for sale for postal use prior to or shortly after the 
second Ukraine Conference. 11 (This conference was held in Berlin September 1920 for 
collectors of tridents. It was agreed there that the Trachtenburg issue was fabri
cated by him.) 

Or Ceresa also quotes the •soviet Philatelist• of May 1924 which condemns the 
1Phrygian Cap' and 'Manifesto• overprints on Komanovs as 11 ••• the work of a private 
swindler in Leningrad, Mr Trachtenburg11 • 

Can wa rely on the Trachtenburg catalogue as an authentic listing of genuinely issued 
charity and propaganda labels? The man was a rogue and the listing was prepared as a 
price list for his stock originally. I do not suggest that it is full of dubious 
issues but that if Trachtenburg knew of any doubtful labels we cannot rely on his 
integrity to note them as such. Should it be verified that the War Bond and Fellin 
labels are doubtful where, one can ask, did Trachtenburg obtain them? 

The Fellin labels in question are six of a series of eight listed by Trachtenburg as 
numbers 170-177. He says .that all Fellin issues were for the benefit of the Grand 
Duchess Elizabeth fyodorovna 1 s Committee. The eight labels bear no indication of 
this but eight other labels from Fellin, Trachtenburg 162-9, include four which 
have the initials of the Grand Duchess in the design. I have seven of the eight 
with the cachet of the Grand Duchess's fund on the reverse (see fig 5). This cachet 
gives some credibility to these labels. I have not seen it on the questionable 1917 
series. figs 6 and 7 show the questionable 1k and its Oelandre counterpart, figs 8 
and 9 the 2k and its counterpart, figs 10 and 11 the 25k and one of its numerous 
counterparts. fig 9 has an identical aeroplane, colour also, and the sky is drawn 
exactly the same by a series of dotted curves. The 1k, 2k and 25k are found on the 
War Bond sheet together with the 3k, Sk, and 50k which are illustrated on figs 12-
14. 

The composite War Bond - Fellin sheet is found on three different papers: white, 
pink and blue-green (or greenish-blue). The positioning of the Fellin labels is 
unusual. On the sixth vertical row positions one and two are 1k, position three is 
Sk, position four is unknown while positions five and six are blanks. The 3k is 
found on the fourth horizontal row, position three. On the sixth horizontal row, 
position three is the SOk, four is the 2k, and five is the 25k. Sheets in all 
three colours are at hand but have gaps on the sixth vertical row. They allow pos
itioning of ell spaces bar the fourth. The 1k and Skare found with gold or silver 
printing. If we have two 1k on the sheet perhaps we also have two Sk and this could 
be the missing position. 

The other two labels from this 1917 series are the 10k and the 1r. They are both 
too large to have been printed with the others, if indeed they belong to the same 
series or come from the same source. I have not seen them on three different papers. 
The 10k has three other labels in the same image. These ere the Sk of the 1914 St 

BRITISH JCA.IRNAL or RUSSIAN PHILATELY 60 41 



5 

6 7 8 9 

10 11 12 13 

14 

42 BRITISH JIXJRNAL or RUSSIAN PHILATELY 60 



Petersburg series, 1914 Kharkov and 1914 Lugansk. The 10k and the S.PB 5k are illus
trated as figs 15-16. The 1r is shown as fig 17. 

17 

15 

16 

What do we know about the War Bond labels? These are listed by Trachtanburg as an 
issue of 1915. This date is also given by Fred. Spears in Rossica 65 where he lists 
the twenty-six types. These labels are miniature reproductions of posters advertis
ing War Loan. A series of ten also exists in larger format. Nina of these are in the 
same designs as the smaller format, the tenth is shown in fig 18. 

A check on the War Bond certificates shows that there was indeed a short term 5½ % 
loan floated 1 November 1915. However in 1916 we have another short term loan at 
5½ % on 1 February, and the second part of this floated 1 October. The latter is 
specifically inscribed 'Second issue of 1916 1 • A large label exists (fig 19) showing 
the prospectus for the second issue of 1916. How then can we assume that the labels 
reproducing the posters were prepared for the 1915 loan? Was the prospectus label 
printed at the same time as the others? If so we could date them as the latter half 
of 1916. It should be noted here that Oelandre produced many printed notices as 
labels similar to the prospectus label, mostly in French, but Walter Schmidt has 
shown me two for Serbia. We must treat this label with caution therefore. 

The date of production of the War Bond labels is most important. If these appeared 
in 1915 there is no justification for labels dated 1917 to be on the sheet with them. 
As yet no other sheet format has be~n recorded. If it could be shown that the labels 
ware not ·produced until mid- to late-1916, than it is a possibility that the Fellin 
issue was prepared at the same time and could have been printed legitimately with it. 
It seems an unlikely event that they should be printed together but the dates would 
allow for the possibjlity. It should also be considered that if twenty-six posters 
were to be copied in the form of labels then a convenient sheet format was not pos
sible. There would have to be blanks or other designs used as fillers. 

The posters were reproduced as postcards for advertising purposes. Three types can 
be recorded: 

Type 1 - Only one example to hand. Poor reproduction with inscription on address 
side in small lettering reading 'Poster for subscription to War Loan 1916 1 , 

and the issuer's name 'A.F.Postnov'. Picture side is in a single colour, a 
drab brown-grey. It is used, dated 9.6.16. 
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Type 2 - Several examples to hand. Printed in same colours as the appropriate labels 
~ith a matt finish. These come from the State Printing Office. There is a 
patriotic message on the reverse but no date. Only used example is from 1917. 
fig 20 shows the inscription. 

llc1~aHle Y11111rn:rc1tlJ1 110 :.,1.:uur,. Me.,KRro K11c;t11Ta. 
CK.tada U4'dtudJ& U'L ,,e.ltUUtlU 1, U ·1; (!T 1111 G 'L ~ u .,. 
aaro KIJ&.ll.UT& .. , lhrr1t0rp11""'• UuauoucuaH, 13. 

Type 3 - Several examples to hand. Printed in similar colours to the appropriate 
labels and on surfaced paper giving a shiny appearance. Three used copies 
and all from 1917. A State production as type 2, again a patriotic message. 
At the base of the address aide an inscription reads "Petrograd. Passed by 
war Censor 15.10.1916". See fig 21. 

lla,111aale J'ap....,.e•LB •e ,111M.- ■eAJCaro xpc,11111Ta. CxAa,111-. ••A••lB .-. peA&klPJI ,.JlilcT•••• 
MeAxaro Kpe,111 ■ Ta•, DcTporpa,111..., HaaaoacJtaJ1, 13. 

nnporp•A~ P,onon••o 10••••• •••■ypoA 1S--X-1'1t ,. 

As two of the three types have 1916 in the printing I think it reasonable to assume 
that the postcards were not provided to advertise the 1915 Loan but the 1916. The 
inscription on Type 1 ifflplies that the posters were produced for the 1916 Loan and 
this card looks to be an enterprising product from a manufacturing concern copying 
the posters for their own benefit rather than to advertise the loan. The poor qual
ity of the Type 1 card suggests that it precedes the State productions Types 2 and 
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3, so Type 3 even if it exists in an edition without (and thus prior to) the dated 
censor inscription, i& unlikely to have appeared before mid-1916. 

Russian labels from the first World War co~e fro~ various Red Cross and other chari
table organizations and were sold to raise funds. The Wer Bond labels were to 
advertise the loan not to raise funds through the eale of the labels, so a non
charitable organization other than the State would have had no cause to print them 
if this is a legiti~ate issue rather than an attempt by a private individual to cash 
in on the popularity of collecting labels during the war. If the State provided the 
initiative for the lebele would it have done so before, at the same time or after 
it produced the postcards? 

Postcards were used in great numbers up to WWI in Russia and elsewhere, and were 
collected widely. They would have been a good advertising medium. They would have 
reached a far greater public than labels. Their size would have meant a far better 
reproduction of the posters; the artists• names are retained on many of the cards in 
fact, while on the labels they are not, with one exception from the ten large-sized 
versions. I suspect that if the State decided to produce labels and postcards, then 
the postcards would have come first or at the same time. If the War Bond labels are 
a legitimate issue I am prepared to accept that they could have been produced in the 
second half of 1916 and thus at the same time as the suspect fellin series should 
have been in preparation. 

The State Printing Works used typography. The label sheet and the postcards are 
printed by chroma-lithography. Typography is not of course a suitable medium for 
multi-colour printing. I do not know if the State Works or another Government body 
had the facilities to print by lithography. If not the work could have been contracted 
out. The 1909 definitives can be found with the imprint of other print works. Any 
outside contracts for the labels must have been under strict supervision and extra 
designs could only have been added with official approval. So, could the Fellins 
have been added with State approval? We do have a precedent for the State undertaking 
outside work as it produced postage stamps for several Zemstvos, but these were a 
special case. Printing the composite sheet would undoubtedly have been a lowering of 
the high standards of official printing. It is hard to accept that the initiative for 
it came from the State through the Ministry of finance. But remember that the fellin 
issues (at least seven of the eight known before the suspect issue) were issued by the 
Grand Duchess's fund, a Red Cross fund. Another Red Cross fund, the St Eugenia Society, 
issued many postcards, some of which can be found with the imprint of the State Works 
on the picture side. If the State Works undertook the production of postcards (and who 
knows what else) for one Red Cross Society then why not another especially one in the 
name of Elizabeth fyodorovna, sister of the Tear's wife. Although no facts can be 
presented to prove it, a logical case can still be argued that the r.inistry of finance 
through the State Printing Works or another printer could have been responsible for 
the production of the 1917 fellins together with the War Bond labels. 

What if the Fallin Red Croes, not the Ministry of finance, was the initiator of the 
composite sheet? The War Bond labels would than be the extras, produced as a patriotic 
gesture. This seems unlikely as the Fellin labels only occupied a fifth of the avail
able sheet positions. If the Fellin Red Cross was responsible for the ieeue it must 
have been with the cooperation of the Ministry. 

The Delandre catalogue, which illustrates the 1k double and also includes the 25k 
similar types, covers his issues for 1914-6, eo its issue date corresponds to the 
date formulated earlier for the likely dates for the Fellin and War Bonds labels if 
they are legitimate. The Oelandre 'look-alikes• are dated 1915 and 1916. He was active 
from 1914 and was operating legitimately in his printing of seals for the rlegiments 
of the rrench Army, but privately not officially. The similar types to the Fellin 25k 
are all for French Army regiments. There is no reason for the dates to be wrong as 
they are legitimate private issues produced for collectors. Delandre was sent to jail 
in July 1917 and was presumably held in custody for soma time before then. Ha could 
not have copied a 1917 issue until it became available so if he has copied the fellins 
he has had to arrange for someone to redesign them (and give them artificial dates for 
some unknown reason), write his catalogue and publish it, berore the police apprehend-
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od him later the same year. He would have had to work fast. I suppose it is possible 
although unlikely. 

If we accept that the Oelandre types precede the Fellins, can we argue that the 
Fellins are still a legitimate issue? An issue from Russian designers? It would 
mean that the Hussians have copied foreign designs and also another Russian design 
(fig 16). Were they so short of ideas? It seems improbable although we have a 
similar case of a Hussian series being copied. The Nikolaev iasue of 1914 uses the 
designs of the Petrograd issue of that year, not exact reproductions from key types 
but very similar. There may have been a good reason for this and then again perhaps 
not. 

We are left with the last possibility that Oelandre produced the 1917 fellin issue 
himself adapting some of hie earlier designs. If so whet is the status of the war 
Bond series? 

I have seen no variation in design in many examples examined. If Oelandre has 
'reprinted' these with the Fellin issue, where did he obtain the original stamps, if 
such exist? He could have copied them certainly but with multi-coloured lithography 
(et that time) producing a series of stamps to give exact reproduction of the 
originals would have· been an exceptional feat of workmanship. Some variation must 
exist if these have been copied. Until someone can produce two types of any of the 
small format war Bond labels we can formulate the hypothesis that only one set of 
lithe transfers existed, and until someone can produce a different sheet format, the 
further hypothesis that these transfers were not used to prepare stones for any 
second printing. If only one set of stones existed, then either 1)Delandre was res
ponsible for both the fellins and the War Bond labels and the composite sheet is the 
only form in which they are found, or 2) they ware produced in Russia and for some 
reason two different issues for two different purposes were printed together for two 
different organisations, with the probability of french designs being copied for at 
least three types. 

Can anyone produce different sheet formats for either the war Bond or Fellin labels? 
Does anyone have examples of different transfer types or a dated cover bearing any 
of the labels in question correctly tied to it? The existence of the labels on covers 
would prove nothing as to who printed them but the dates could do s_o. Can anyone 
produce covers bearing the Nikolaav labels or the Kharkov and Lugansk types similar 
to fig 15? 

The Cinderella Stamp Club is an association of collectors whose interests are in the 
so-called 'Cinderellas' of philately - revenues and telegraphs, seals, bogus and 
phantom issues etc. It is affiliated to both the B.P.f. and the A.P.S. The 'Cinder
ella Philatelist• is published four times a year, and includes articles on any 
relevant topics from all countries of the world. 

Soviet Inland & Overseas Postal Rates 1917-1971 
v. KARLINSKY (translated Or T.T.Rutkowska) 

(Reprinted from •soviet Collector• No 9 1971 

The postal rates for the period 1917-1971 were changed more than thirty times. 

Because the official notices were directed to the Post Offices well in advance, some 
of the local Post Offices used new postal rates one to three days before the official 
date. Sometimes Local mail was charged as the Inland letter ~hen small parcels were 
charged as a Local letter. 
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According to the official 'Bulletin of the Peoples Commissariat of Post and Telegraph' 
there were two separate postal rates for the period from 1 March until April 1922 -
one from 1 February and the second from 15 April 1922 - but philatelic research shows 
that there was a third period dated from 1 April 1922. 

The Foreign postal rates for 1918-1921 are shown in Table 2, which were the rates 
issued by Narkompochtel RSFSR, the Peoples Commissariat of Post and Telegraph of the 
RSFSR. In practice one can observe that the franking of the Foreign mail in 1918 and 
up to 25 August 1921 is often the same for Inl~nd mail. 

The tables show postal rates for mail up to 15 grams in weight for Inland mail and 
up to 20 grems for the rest of the correspondence. 

TABLE 1 - POSTAL RATES: INLAND MAIL 

Operative · POSTCARDS LOCAL LETTERS INLAND LETTERS 
Date Ordinary Registered Ordinary Registered Ordinary Registered 

15 Aug 1917 5k 25k 10k 30k 15k 35k 
28 Feb 1918 20k 90k . 30k 1r 35k 1r-05k 
15 Sep 1918 10k 35k 15k 40k 25k SOk 

1 Jan 1919 No charge 35k No charge 40k No charge SOk 
1 Nov 1919 " 3r " 4r " 4r 

10 Mar 1920 " 10r " 10r " 10r 
15 Aug 1921 100t 1100r 100r 1100r 250r 1250r 

1 Feb 1922 3000r 18000r 5000r 20000r 7500r 22500r 
1 Apr 1922 4000r 24000r · 6000r 26000r 10000r SOOOOr 

15 Apr 1922 20000r 120000r 30000r 130000r soooor 150000r 

1 Oct 1922 Sr 20r Sr 20r 10r 25r 
1 Nov 1922 10r 40r 10r 40r 20r 50r 
1 Dec 1922 20r 60r 20r 60r 40r 80r 

1 Jan 1923 50k 1r-50k 50k 1r-50k 1r 2r 
10 Mar 1923 75k 2r-25k 75k 2r-25k 1r-50k 3r 

1 May 1923 1r 3r 1r 3r 2r 4r 
20 May 1923 1r-50k 4r-50k 1r-50k 4r-50k 3r 6r 
10 Jun 1923 2r 6r 2r 6r 4r er 

5 Jul 1923 3r 9r 3r 9r 6r 12r 
20 Aug 1923 Sr 13r I 6r-50k 14r-50k er 16r 

II Sr 13r 
1 Sep 1923 Sr 20r I 10r 22r 12r 24r 

II er 20r 
16 Sep 1923 13r 33r I 16r-50k 36r-50k 20r 4Dr 

II 13r 33r 

1 Oct 1923 4k 10k I Sk 11k 6k 12k 
II 4k 10k 

15 Dec 1923 3k 9k 
1 Sep 1924 3k 9k I Sk 12k 7k 14k 

II 4k 11k 
1 Feb 1926 3k 10k I Sk 15k Bk 18k 

II 4k 14k 
15 Jul 1928 L 3k 13k I Sk 15k 10k 20k 

I Sk 15k II 4k 14k 
1 Jun 1931 L 3k 18k Sk 20k 15k 30k 

I 10k 25k 
25 Feb 1933 L 5k 25k 10k 30k 20k 40k 

I 15k 35k 
16 Feb 1938 L 5k 25k 10k 30k 20k 40k 

I 15k 35k 
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TABLE 1 - POSTAL RATES: INLAND MAIL (continued} 

Operative POSTCARDS LOCAL LETTERS INLAND LETTERS 
Date Ordinary Registered Ordinary Registered ordinary Registered 
6 Feb 1939 

16 Sep 1948 

1 Jan 1961 

NOTES 

L 10k 40k 1Sk 45k 30k 
I 20k 50k 
0 25k 1r - - 40k 
X 40k 1r 

3k 10k - - 4k 

1. Rates from 15 August 1917 to 15 April 1922 are expressed in money of all 
issue■ before 1922. 

Rates fro11 1 October to 1 Dece11ber 1922 expressed in 1922 currency. 

Rates from 1 January to 16 September 1923 in 1923 currency. 

Rates from 10 October 1923 to 16 September 1948 expressed in bank notes of USSR. 

Rates rro■ 1 January 1961 expressed in bank notes of USSR 1961. 

2. Fro11 15 December 1923 the rates were changed for Postcards only 
(L = Local; I a Inland; 0 a Ordinary; X a Pictorial). 

3. Local letters in 1923-1931 had two ratess 
I - ror Moe cow and Leningrad; II - for all towns of the Country. 

From. 16 November 1948 division or letters as Local and Inland was abolished. 

4. In 1928-1948 there were different rates for Local (L) and Inland (I) postcards. 

s. From 16 November 1948 different rates Mere introduced for Ordinary postcards 
(D) and Pictorial franked postcards (X). 

From 1 January 1961 the rates ror both types of poatcarda became the aa""'• 

TABLE 2 - FOREIGN MAIL 

Operative Date POSTCARDS LETTERS 

Ordinary Registered Ordinary Registered 

1r 

1 Sep 1917 Bk 28k 20k 40k 
10 Mar 1918 12k 42k 30k 60k 

1919(?} 80k 2r-80k 2r 4r 
7 Jun 1920 4r 14r 10r 20r 

1921(?) Sr 28r 20r 40r 
25 Aug 1921 400r 1400r 1000r 2000r 
21 Nov 1921 2000r 7000r sooor 10000r 
20 Feb 1922(?) 4000r 14000r 10000r 20000r 

1 l'lar 1922 6000r 21000r 15000r 30000r 
1 Apr 1922 18000r 48000r 30000r 60000r 

20 l'lay 1922 30000r aoooor soooor 100000r 
1 Jun 1922 120000r 320000r 200000r 400000r 
1 Jul 1922 27r 72r 45r 90r 

15 Oct 1922 45r 120r ?Sr 150r 
1 Nov 1922 90r 240r 150r 300r 
1 Dec 1922 150r 400r 250r soar 
1 Jan 1923 2r-10k 5r-60k 3r-50k ?r 

25 Mar 1923 3r Sr Sr 10r 
6 Apr 1923 4r 10r-50k 6r-50k 13r 
8 l'lay 1923 6r 16r 10r 20r 

20 Aug 1923 9r 24r 15r 30r 
1 Sep 1923 12r 32r 20r 40r 

16 Sep 1923 18r 48r 30r 60r 

60k 

10k 
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TABLE 2 - fOREIGN MAIL (continued) 

Operative Date POSTCAflDS LETTERS 

Ordinary Registered Ordinary Regietered 

1 Oct 1923 27r 7Zr 45r 90r 
16 Oct 1923 12k 32k 20k 40k 

1 Oct 1925 7k 21k 14k 28k 
1 Jul 1930 10k 30k 15k 35k 
1 May 1936 30k 1r-10k 50k 1r-30k 

10 Jun 1950 25k 95k 40k 1r-10k 
1 Sep 1957 0 40k 1r-40k 60k 1r-60k 

X 55k 1r-55k 
1 Jan 1961 I 3k 10k I 4k 10k 

II 4k 10k II 6k 13k 

NOTES 1, In 1918 and until 25 August 1921 the Foreign aail from RSFSR in ,ueny instances 
was sent according to the Inland rates of 28 February and 15 September 19181 
of 1 November 1919; 10 r~rch 1920 and 15 August 1921, (See Table 1), 

2, From 1 September 1957 until 1960 inclusive there were dirfarant rates for 
overseas Ordinary postcards (0) and Pictorial rranked postcards (X), 

3, The rates from 1 January 1961: 
I - for correspondence with weight or 20gaa to Socialist countries; 
I I - for correspondence to all other countries. 

TABLE 3 - AIRl'IAIL (INLAND) 

Operative Date POST CA ROS LETTERS 

Ordinary Registered Ordinary Registered 

10 Jun 1923 12r 16r 14r 18r 
5 Jul 1923 13r 19r 16r 22r 

20 Aug 1923 15r 23r 18r 26r 
1 Sep 1923 18r 30r 22r 34r 

15 Sep 1923 23r 43r 30r Sor 
1 Oct 1923 14k 20k 16k 28k 
1 May 1924 23k 29k 26k 32k 
1 Sep 1924 23k 30k 27k 34k 
1 May 1925 33k 40k 37k 44k 

11 feb 1926 13k 23k 23k 33k 
15 Jul 1928 15k 25k 25k 35k 

2 Aug 1928 E 20k 30k E 25k 35k 
EA 30k 40k EA 35k 45k 

1 May 1930 E 15k 25k E 30k 40k 
EA 25k 35k EA 50k 60k 

1 Jun 1931 E 20k 35k E 35k 50k 
EA 30k 45k EA 55k 70k 

1 Jan 1932 30k 45k 65k 80k 
15 May 1932 (See 'Express• correspondence Table 4) 
26 Aug 1932 50k 1r 

· (Express) 
16 feb 1930 50k 80k 

6 feb 1939 50k 80k 
1 Sep 1940 60k 1r 

16 Sep 1948 60k 1r-60k 1r 2r 
1 Jul 1950 60k 1r-60k 60k 1r-60k 
1 Jan 1961 4k 10k 6k 12k 
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NOTES 1. Until 10 April 1923 the Inland AVIA corraapondance wa• charged according to the 
International AVIA poatal rates. (Saa Tabla 5). 

2. Between 1928 arid 1931 there were two AVIA charges, 
£ - for Inland 11811 ror European and Aeian part or USSR! 
EA - for mail aent rrora European part to the Asian part and in revarBB. 

3. from 15 Mey 1932 until 16 february 1938 instead of AVIA mail the 'Express• aail 
was introduced. (Sea Table 4). 

4. Spacial Single AVIA rate was introduced on 26 August 1932 ror AVIA flight 
'Zamlya-rranca Iosir-Arkhangel 1sk 1 • 

s. In 1938-1948 the division of AUIA correapondance into Ordinary and Registered 
was abolished. 

TABLE 4 - 'SPESHNAYA POCHTA' AND 'EXPRESS' CORRESPONDENCE 

Operative Date Postal Rates 

15 Sep 1922 ( 'Speshna.ya Pochta•) 200r 
1 Oct 1923 90k 
1 Sep 1924 ?Ok 

21 Dec 1926 Postcard 60k 
Letter 68k 
AVIA Postcard 73k 
AVIA Letter 83k 

15 Aug 1928 (sent by AVIA) Postcard 65k 
Letter ?Ok 

15 May 1932 (Express) Postcard 50k 
Letter 80k 

The rates of conversion or one 'Gold' ruble into the Bank Notes of 1923 
for October and Nove111ber 1923. (From 'Isvestia' 1923). 

The Dey October Nove111ber The Day October November , 400 700 17 535 950 
2 410 710 18 550 980 
3 415 725 19 565 980 
4 425 750 20 585 1010 
5 435 750 21 610 1040 
6 445 765 22 610 1070 
7 460 775 23 620 1100 
8 460 775 24 630 1130 
9 475 790 25 640 1160 

10 482.5 805 26 650 1160 
11 490 820 27 660 1200 
12 498 820 28 675 1240 
13 505 845 29 685 1280 
14 518 865 30 685 1320 
15 518 890 31 690 
16 525 920 
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TABLE 5 - INTERNATIONAL AVIA MAIL 

Operative Date POSTCARDS LETTERS 

Ordinary Regis ta red Ordinary Registered 

4 Jun 1922 32r 52r 4Dr 6Dr 
1 Jul 1922 72r 117r 90r 135r 

25 Oct 1922 12Dr 195r 150r 225r 
1 Nov 1922 165r 315r 225r 375r 
1 l'ley 1923 9r 16r 12r 19r 
B Play 1923 11r 21r 15r 25r 

25 l'lay 1923 L 16r 26r L 16r 26r 
G 2Dr 30r G 20r 30r 

14 Jun 1923 16r 26r 2Dr 30r 
20 Jul 1923 21r 31r 25r 35r 
20 Aug 1923 24r 39r 30r 45r 

4 Sap 1923 27r 47r 35r 55r 
17 Sep 1923 33r 63r 45r 7Sr 

1 Oct 1923 72r 117r 90r 135r 
16 Oct 1923 22k 42k 30k SOk 

1 l'ley 1924 32k 52k 40k 60k 
1 l'lay 1925 G 42k 62k G SOk 70k 

A 52k 72k A 60k 80k 
1 Oct 1925 G 37k 51k G 44k 58k 

A 47k 61k A 54k 68k 
1 Play 1926 
1 May 1927 G 17k 31k G 30k 44k 

A 22k 36k A 40k 54k 

1 May 1928 I 17k 31k I 34k 48k 
II 27k 41k II 44k 58k 
III 37k 51k III 54k 68k 
IV 47k 61k IV 64k 78k 

1 l'lay 1929 
1 l'lay 1930 
1 Jul 1930 I 20k 40k I 35k 55k 

II 30k SOk II 45k 65k 
Ill 40k 60k III 55k 75k 
IV 50k 70k IV 65k 85k 

10 Sep 1930 
(Exprees) 50k 70k 95k 1r-15k 
1 May 1931 

(Repeated Tariff (I, II, III & IV as before) 
1 Jul 1930) 

18 Jul 1931 
(Expreea) - 1r-30k - 2r-35k 
3 l'lay 1932 I 30k 50k I 55k 75k 

II 40k 60k II 65k 85k 
1 l'lay 1933 
1 May 1934 
1 Jan 1935 
3 Aug 1935 

(Express) - 1 r-10k - -
1 May 1936 1r-30k 2r-10k 1r-50k 2r-30k 

10 Jun 1950 1r-25k 1r-95k 1r-40k 2r-10k 
1 Sep 1957 1r-40k 2r-40k 1r-60k 2r-60k 
1 Jan 1961 I 4k 10k 6k 12k 

II 14k 26k 16k 28k 
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NOTES 1. The rates rr0111 25 l'lay 19231 L - to Latvia; G - to Germany and other countries 
o, Europe. 

The rates of 1925-19271 G - to Germany; A - to England and rrance. 
The rates or 1928-19311 I - to Danzig, Lithuania, Latvia, Eatonia. 

II - to Auatria, Belgium, Ct Britain, Hungary, Germany, 
Holland, Denmark, Ireland, Norway, Poland, rrance, 
Czechoalovakia, Sweden, Switzerland. 
III - to Albania, Bulgaria, Greece, Italy, Ru11ania, 
rinland, Yugoslavia. 
IV - to Turkey. 

The rates or 1932-19351 I - to Central European countries. 
II - to other European countries. 

The rates or 1961: I - to Socialist countries. 
II - to the rest or the world. 

2. Special AVIA rlighta: 
10 Sep 1930 - Graf Zeppelin, LZ 127, Moscow-rriedrichshafen. 
18 Jul 1931 - the voyage of ice-breaker 'Malygin' and the Graf Zeppelin flight 

to the Arctic. · 
3 Aug 1935 - Levanevski'a flight 'Moscow-North Pole-San rranciaco•; the flight 

was postponed and the mail delivered in the nor■al -,ay. 

Charity Issue -1923 
'Philately for the Workers' sc 315-9 

HILARY NORWOOD 

This issue was on sale at Moscow Head Post Office only, and only for one day, May Day 
1923, and valid for postage only on that day. However, used copies may be found post
marked 2 May 1923 because some items, though posted on the day of issue, were not 
taken out of the poet box until May 2nd. 

The numbers printed were small: 

1r + 1r on 10r (gold) 15,000 
1r + 1r on 10r (bronze) 10,000 
2r + 2r on 250r (bronze) 25,000 
4r + 4r on SOOOr (bronze) 15,000 
4r + 4r on SOOOr (silver) ... 10,000 

Although the numbers of each of the stamps are small, the attractiveness of the lest 
named seems to be the reason why it has become the most sought after ~nd much the 
most valuable (1,DOOr in the 1981 Soviet price list). It is no wonder, then, that it 
has been the subject of forgeries. 

Most of the forgeries in existence were home produced; only a very small number of 
those produced abroad remain because immediately after they appeared they were de
tected and foreign dealers bought them up and destroyed them. 

The problem for the forgers, as for the printers of the genuine stamps, was to make 
the silver overprint adhere to the stamp. The genuine overprints were prepared by 
printing them with a good quality, greasy, red ink, then sprinkling them with silver 
powder which adhered to the rad ink, and then blowing away the surplus powder with a 
stream of air. 

Some of the early attempts at forgery ware made by printing the silver directly on 
to the stamps. Thie failed because of the poor adherence; then a black ink beneath 
the silver was tried, but such forgeries became obvious as soon as the silver began 
to flake away. Following these attempts forgeries have been made with red ink beneath 
the silver. Many of these stamps bear a fake guarantee -"signature", C(J)A. 

The following differences identify these forgeries: 

1) the line "(J)~J1aTeJH1H - TPY.IIHUl~MCH." ~including the stop) is 34.5mm long, but 
34mm in the genuine; 

2) the letters "4>" and"~" in "(J)~JJ -aTeJJ~H" are wider than in the genuine; 
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3)in the letters 11 ii 11 in 11 $i-1J1aT€Jl"1R•·TPY.IIR1U~MCR. 11 the left leg is et en angle to 
the other leg, whilst in the genuine it is parallel; 

4) the lower end of the letter II y II is more turned down than in the genuine; 
5) in the letter II R II in II M aR 11 

, the left leg is farther from the other end raised 
more than in the genuine; 

6) the figure "9" in the date leans slightly to the left. 

In these forgeries also, the silver does not adhere 111ell and soon begins to flake off. 
Copies are found from which all the silver has disappeared, and these have been des
cribed as overprint "proofs"; ho111ever it is often possible to detect traces of the 
silver powder. 

forged inverted overprints exist, but not all inverted overprints ere forged. Genuine 
inverted overprints exist of ell values in this issue, but these were not valid for 
postage and were sold only at the philatelic shops. 

There are also forgeries of the 1r + 1r on 10r in bronze. This stamp was issued in 
numbers as smell as those of the stamp discussed above, end though it is priced in 
the USSR at only one tenth of the price of the silver overprinted stamp, this is still 
well above the values of the other stamps in the series. 

The forgery has bean made by chemical treatment of the gold overprint, but the result
ing colour is duller than that of the genuine bronze. furthermore, under low-power 
microscope (20-30 times enlargement), it is sometimes possible to detect light-colour
ed particles - traces of the original gold overprint - near the edges of the letters 
and figures. 
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The cancellation on ata111pa of this issue which paaaed through the poet ia "MOCKBA 
I 3KCnEJU1UI5l" with "No 2" and the data 11 1 5 23" or, possibly, 11 2 5 2311 (see above). 
Stampe are found on piece with different cancellations; such cancellations are phila
telic. 

Varieties (genuine). 

The two stamps with the overprint "1p,+ 1p~ were overprinted in panes of 25, 5 x s, 
and stamp No 21 is a variety with the stop missing after the second "P"• The basic 
10r stamp has a variety in which t.hera is a large black dot high to the right of the 
"10", (stamp No 17 on some panes only). This stamp also exists with the overprints. 

The variety of the stamps overprinted 11 4p + 4p" with the spaced date "1 923" (SG 318b, 
319b) which OGCurs on the 6th stamp of each pane, though not priced in used condition 
by Gibbons catalogue, is known used on covers posted at Moscow Head Post Office on 
1 May 1923. 

Sources: 

1. Y.M. Vovin: Handbook on Expartisation of Soviet Postage Stamps. (Moscow, 1972). 
2. V. Karlinsky: filataliya SSSR, No 4 1968, pp 29-30. 
3. K. Barngard: Filateliya SSSR, No 2 1982, p.51. 
4. Catalogue of Postage Stampe, USSR 1918-1974 (Moscow, 1976). 
5. Price list No 133-20 of Postage Stamps, USSR 1918-1980 (Moscow, 1981). 

N.B. The cover of which a photocopy accompanies these notes is franked with SG 315, 
317 and 318. It is postmarked 111 5 23" and as above. Notice the old orthography 

in which 'Expaditsiya• is spelled; the canceller with this spelling remained in use 
at the No 1 office for over two years more~ the latest example of its use in my 
possession is dated 23 9 25. I wonder if any members have evidence of its use later 
still? Or evidence of the date at which it was withdrawn? 

Not so, Tovarisch ! 
DAVID E.G. IRVINE 

Russia has been a prolific producer of stamp issues, and on the whole they have been 
reasonably accurate, if not always inspired, in their designs. However, from time to 
time there is a slip of the paw and a mistake creeps in. As we shall see, the Russians 
are very sensitive about such things and make every effort to caver up and correct 
such errors. 

The errors themselves take many forms. The 1920 Civil War issue for Amur Province has 
minute figures of value in the corners, and the '3' in the top right corner of the 
3r is reversed. A set of airmail stamps was produced, intended for use on the 1923 
air service and hence bearing pominently in the design the date '1923'. However, by 
the date of delivery of the stamps the air service had been suspended for the winter 
and the currency had been stabilised, necessitating a change in face value. This was 
accomplished by a surcharge which obliterated both the superseded face value and the 
inaccurate date in one fell swoop. Unsurcharged stamps exist but were not ot'ficielly 
released. In 1926 a 20k essay was produced featuring a young pioneer: this was not 
issued, and in January 1927 a 20k of similar design but showing Lenin as a child was 
issued in its place. No reason for the change was given. 

In a 1927 issue marking the 10th anniversary of the October Revolution, the 14k shows 
a map of Eurasia with Russian territory coloured red, but a close inspection shows 
that the red has infiltrated into areas which did not become engulfed by the USSR 
until after the second World war. 
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A 1932 5k portrays the storming of the Winter Palace in Leningrad, but the trumpeting 
angels of the spandrels of the outer face of the Archway to the Palace Square, in 
fact, belong to the~ face of the arch. 

Russia has produced many stamps marking sporting events, but they are not always 
accurate in detail. The diver in the t'oreground of a 1935 2k has taken up far too flat 
a position and holds her head too far back, so her landing is almost certain to be 
disastrous. The diver on a 1938 5k is taking up a position with her toes well back 
from the end of the springboard, a position she would be vary unlikely to adopt in 
real life. A 1959 1r claims Russian victory in the World uasketball Championships 
held in Chile in 1959. At first sight this appears rather puzzling, since Brazil also 
issued a stamp claiming victory in the same event. The explanation is that the Hussian 
team won all its matches but refused to play Taiwan (Nationalist China), so was dis
qualified and the championship and trophy awarded to Brazil. Russia obviously felt she 
had gained a moral victory if nothing else. 

There appears to be some confusion concerning a 1965 4k which according to Gibbons 
Stamps of the World 1982 marks the World Ice-Hockey Championships, Moscow, and depicts 
ice-hockey players, for the players are not heavily padded, the sticks are bent and 
rounded rather than straight, and the game is being played with a ball and not a puck. 
The Hussians are not in error this time, however, for the stamp really marks Russian 
victory in the World Bandy Championship, Moscow, 21-27 February. The Russians also 
won the European and World lea-Hockey Championships in Tampere (Finland) in the same 
year, but marked this with an overprint on a 1963 6k featuring a properly equipped 
ice-hockey player. This is perhaps a suitable point at which to draw attention to two 
issues of 1964 marking respectively the Winter Olympic Games and the Soviet medal
winners, for both show five-armed snowflakes in the background (snowflakes are always 
six-armed). 

~any Russian issues honour the lives and achievements of the World's great people -
not only Russians, but they do not always get their facts right. Thus a 1936 10k 
commemorates the centenary of the birth of the Russian journalist and literary critic 
r-Jikolai Alexandrovich Oobrolyubov, but has his initials transposed on the stamp. For 
many years this was a non-issue as far as the official Soviet catalogues were con
cerned, and it was only listed and the error admitted about 1960. The stamp was 
withdrawn within a few days ofiaaua, but the error was not corrected. 

A 1943 issue marks the 125th anniversary of the birth of the poet and novelist Ivan 
Turgenev. The stamps bear the quotation 11 0 great, mighty, true and free Russian 
language" but for the word 'pravdeve', 111hich means •truthful, upright' with moral 
connotations, the word 'spravedleve 1,which merely means 'factually correct•, is 
substituted. One is tempted to draw a moral from this error. 

A 1969 4k marks the bicentenary of the birth of the fabulist Ivan A. Krylov, giving 
his vital dates as 1769-1844. The date of his birth is not known with certainty, but 
it is generally taken as 1768. The 160th anniversary of the death of Hobert Burns was 
marked by a 1956 40k, tan years before the tardy British produced an issue in his 
honour. The portrait given on the Russian stamp is after the Nasmyth portrait, but is 
reversed. 

A 1956 40k honoured what was alleged to be the 148th birthday of the oldest man in 
Russia, ~achmud Bagir Ogly Aivasov, a collective farmer of Azerbaijan. According to 
the Guinness Book of Racordsthe greatest authenticated age to which a human being hsa 
aver lived is 113 years 124 days -(though Russia claimed in 1961 to have 224 Soviet 
citizens more then 120 years of age). However, even if this claim is accepted only 
111ith tongue in cheek the stamp bears an unquestionable error, for it gives his fore
name as Muhamed whereas it should be Machmud. The Russian withdre111 the erroneous 
stamp, but the corrected version was put on sale only in Baku (the old man 1e birth 
place) and only in limited quantities. 

A 1971 10k commemorates the American William Foster (1881-1961), chairman of the 
Communist Party of the USA, but wrongly gives the date of his death es 1964. The 
stamp was speedily withdrawn and replaced by a correct version. 

Misspellings do not seem to occur very often on Russian stamps. A 1958 40k has 

----------- ------------------
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The mysterious balloonist and the Aivasov issues 

Admiral Rudnev misspelt 1 Hudchev 1 and a 1975 4k, depicting a rolling mill, Novolipetsk 
steel plant, has 'H' for ,y, in the inscription, but both these errors occur sparingly 
and are printing rather than design orrors. A more problematic case is that of the 
1962 4k marking the centenary of the birth of the Azerbaijan poet Alapker Sabir which 
can be found with two ext.re letters 'bH' in his forename. This appears to have been 
corrected (very inconspicuously), but the status of the error is not clear - only ten 
copies are known, and they may not have been legitimately issued. 

Russian issue of 1954 and 1957 (and most modern encyclopedias) give the birth date of 
the composer Mikhail Ivanovich Glinka as 1804, while a 1958 55b of Humania (end the 
1947 edition of the [ncyclopedia Britannica) give it as 1803. It would appear that in 
this case the Hussian& are right and the Rumanian& wrong. 

An event that probably never occurred is shown on a 1956 40k, which purports to mark 
the 225th anniversary of the first balloon ascent, by a gentleman named Kryekutni, 
shown on the stamp swaying periiously over the timbered buildings of old Moscow, pre
sumably in 1731. Credit for the first successful manned balloon flight is generally 
given to Jean Pilatre de Rozier of Metz for his hot air balloon ascent in 1783, and 
there is no mention of Kryakutni in any of the authoritative works on aviation history. 

By contrast we have a postal event, the 1965 Postal Ministers• Congress in Peking, 
which the Russians tried hard to make a non-event, at least philatelicelly. All the 
Communist countries produced issues of very similar stamps, with portraits of Marx 
and Lenin, to mark this event, but by this time the Russians had fallen out with the 
Chinese, so their stamp, although to the common design, gave no indication that it 
commemorated anything in particular. Rumania did likewise. 

Both Russia and rrance produced issues in 1975 to mark the 50th anniversary of the 
establishment of rranco-Soviet relations, an event placed by Russia in 1924 and by 
rrance in 1925. The logical point from which to consider these relations established 
is the signing in 1925 of the Treaty of Locarno, so the date chosen by the Hussians 
seems somewhat premature. 

Russia's successful space programmes have been well documented on stamps, but not 
always accurately. A 1962 10k is labelled as showing the 1'1ars I space station, but 
the capsule depicted is certainly not the Mars I (which is shown reasonably accurately 
on a 1964 6k). 6k stamps of 1966, and 4k and 16k stamps of 1967 all show the Earth as 
seen From outer space, but although the Earth averages about 50% cloud cover, none is 
shown on any of these stamps. A 1971 12k shows the television picture relayed from the 
earner.is of the Lunokhod to Earth, but the pict4re encompssss the whole of the Lunokhod 
(Moonrover), which is impossible. 

A 1950 issue labelled 'Unconquerable Democracy' shows the national flags of Communist 
countries but in very inaccurate colours, and a second printing, although it changed 
the colours markedly, was still just as accurate. A 19~8 40k also showed the flags of 
Communist countries, but in this case the flag of Czechoslovakia was shown upside 
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down, a mistake too serious to be ignored, for a corrected version appeared later in 
the year to replace the faulty one. However, on a 1980 issue marking a Soviet-Hungar
ian space tlight the Hungarian flag appears to be upside down. 

The railway engine on a 1979 3k is labelled 1 1912 1 , but is in fact a 2-8-0 engine of 
a type built from 1907 onwards. Similarly the year number 1 1~09' on the Russo-Salt 
automobile shown on a 1973 2k is misleading, for the model shown existed as far back 
as 1901: the prototype was made in Riga by Leutner-werk, and the production series 
began at the turn or the century in the Baltic Coach factory in Riga. 

In an issue marking the 99th anniversary ot Lenin 1 e birth (surely the Russians could 
have waited one more year) two of the 1969 4k stamps show Lenin's house in Ulyanovsk 
but wrongly label it as the Lenin l•luseum. 

r,icroscopes are quite complex instruments, and stamp designers often have trouble with 
them. The microscope shown on a 1966 6k marking an International Congress of Micro
biology fails to have the objective in line with the centre of the mirror, while the 
mirror clearly has insufficient room in which to pivot. 

Plants and animals appearing on RuRaian stamps are usually either unnamed or na•ed in 
Russian, thus avoiding the errors which so frequently crop up when scientific nB111es 
are given. Nevertheless we do have one example, a 1960 40k depicting Tulipa greigii 
misspelt gregii. 

finally, there is an interesting issue of 1951 marking the 25th anniversary of the 
opening of the Lenin Volkhovsky Hydro-electric station. This exists in two types, one 
correctly with a hyphen in 'hydru-electric', the other without a hyphen, but although 
both are listed in both forms the 1r without a hyphen is either very rare indeed or 
does not exist. 

My thanks are due to the many friends who have supplied or confirmed 
the information embodied in this article. 

Obituaries 
DONALD McDONALD 

At the meeting of the Society on 25 September 1982 it was announced that Mr Donald 
McDonald, of Bromley, a long-serving member of our Society, and an honorary member, 
had passed away peacefully at the advanced age of 94. Although not active philatelic
ally in recent years, Mr McDonald was keenly interested in stamps of the Baltic 
countries, particularly Estonia. He contributed a number of items to early Journals. 

PROF. K. BERNGARD MR V.V. LOBACHEVSKY l'IH S. BLEKH~lAN 

We are sorry to record the deaths of three prominent Soviet philatelists, and though 
none of them were members of our Society, many of us will be well aware of their con
tributions to philatelic literature on Imperial or Soviet philately. 

Prof. Berngard, who died in February 1983, was internationally known as a member of 
many exhibition juries, and was President of the VOF expertisation committee. He was 
connected with the editorial staff of 1filatelia SSR 1 and 'Sovietskii Kollektsioner• 
and his very fine specialist listing of Imperial issues has been translated into 
English and reprinted recently in 1 Rossica 1 Journal. 

Mr v.v. Lobachevsky who died, we understand, following a heart attack, was also a 
prominent contributor to the 'Sovietskii Kollektsioner•, and specialised in Imperial 
issues. 

Mrs. Blekhman, who we believe died in 1982, was a prominent philatelist whose studies 
on Tannu Tuva, and Mongolia, ara well known. He frequently contributed valuable art
icles to Soviet journals ranging from Transcaucasian Field Post Cancellations of 1877 
(quite unknown in the West) to Soviet Postal Stationery (in the most recent'Sovietskii 
Kollektsioner• No 20). 
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Reviews of New Literature 
IMPERIAL HUSSIAN STAMPS USED IN THANSCAUCASIA Part VI - Erivan Guberniya, Kars □blast 

by P.T. Ashford. 88pages. Price £2.50/$ 5.00 (postage paid - US or Canadian readers 
please pay by dollar bill). Available from the author at 9 Pentre Close, Ashton, 
Chester CH3 8BR, England. 

The sixth part of Mr Ashford's series has now appeared, and is devoted to Erivan 
guberniya and Kara ablest, roughly the area which (in 1918-1919) became the Republic 
of Armenia. The new instalment brings the total number of pages in this large under
taking to over 450, which now covers the whole of Transcaucasia excepting Elisavetpol 
gubarniya (with Zakateli), Baku, and Baku gubarniya to bathe subject of the final 
parts. 

The series is of immense value from a number of aspects. Evan though related exclus
ively to only a particular area of Russia, any collectors interested in Imperial 
cancellations can derive benefit from a close perusal of its listings, since these, 
in essence reflect the type of handstamps or datestamps to be found in any area of 
Russia, be it Siberia, the Baltic, Turkestan, or anywhere else. Instead of merely 

'listing• datastemps known {which can miss out more offices than it lists) Mr. Ashford 
has tackled his subject by reference to all available Russian sources - that is Postal 
Statistics for the years 1877/1B78/1887; Postal Station lists and Post Routes for 1875 
and 1916; and Post Office lists for 1893, 1914 and 1916. The combination of all this 
material means that th~ extent of the full picture can be given {in fact it can be 
overstated, for we do not know, for sure, whether all early post stations necessarily 
handled mail), and from then it is a case of filling in the detail with cancellations 
recorded. The series is therefore most warmly recommended as a constant sou~ce of 
reference. 

The 88 pages devoted to the new pert offers a great many interesting little problems 
for postmark enthusiasts. Does the Oats triangular handstamp 1 870 1 (recently high
lighted by Or R. Casey on a superlative Tabriz cover he has unearthed) belong to 
Dzhulfa 7 (Mr Ashford believes.it does). Why were earlier datastemps from Echmiadzin 
always inscribed Vagarshapat? (Did this infer some political or ecclesiastical 
reason?). Why shouldn't datestamps from 'Erivan stantsiya' be found more easily? 

The handbooks have always bean priced at a minimum in the hope that they will increase 
interest in the Russian field. It has therefore not been possible to offer discounts 
to our members. Moreover, with the increases in postal rates over the past two years 
it has just not been possible to hold the price at £2, and a small increase to £2.50 
has become inevitable {not only for Part VI, but for Parts I - V als~, which are still 
at present available). for US collectors the price remains at five dollars in view of 
preferential exchange rates. 

IMPERIAL RUSSIAN STAMPS USED IN TRANSCAUCASIA Part I (Revised) - Postal History. 
by P.T. Ashford. 56 pages. Price £2.50/ $5.00 {postage paid). (US or Canadian readers 
plea~e pay by dollar bill). 

Originally, Part I of this series appeared as far back as 1972. Here it is reprinted, 
when the opportunity has been taken to up-date the list of Transcaucasian POs by in
cluding items from the 1893 and 1916 PO Lists (whereas only an incomplete 1914 PO 
List belonging to the late Or R. Seichter was used originally). Reproduction of 
stamps and covers is much improved than for the initial publication. 

fRANCE-URSS PHILATELIE No 65 (April 1983) Edited by I. Maslowski for the Carela 
Philatalique france-URSS, 61 rue Bolssiera, Paris 16a. (In Franch). 

The latest issue of France-URSS Philatelie, contains a further portion of an article 
by M Michel Liphschutz on 'The Post in RSFSR and USSR between November 1917 and 
October 1923 1 • Notes on the periods March 1920 - August 1921, and August 1921 - April 
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1922 are accompanied by photographic illustrations of a number of covers or money
transfer cards used in the periods concerned, from Pl. Liphschutz• collection. There 
is also a short article showing examples of Russian postcards overprinted by German 
or Austrian forces in WW1. Another interesting item is a letter sent from Port Arthur 
on 27 October 1904 but held by the invading Japanese. It was finally delivered to 
its destination (Liban) on 12 September · 1906 bearing a printed label explaining the 
reason for such delay. 

YAl'ISCHIK ('The Postrider') No 12 May 1YB3. Edited by Andrew Cronin for the Canadian 
Society of Russian Philately, PO Box 5722, Station A, Toronto, Ontario, Canada MSW IP2 

Andy Cronin can always be relied upon (if ha will excuse the alliteration) to serve 
up a meal to titillate all tastes, and the sure touch is again apparent in the latest 
1 Postrider•. Essentially an issue commemorating the 70th anniversary of the 1913 
Romanov Tercentenary Issue, he reproduces the relevant pages from a(?) 1935 Robson 
Lowe auction catalogue which offered the Nicholas II collection of Proofs and Essays, 
followed by contributions on the same theme by Or Heinz von Hungen, M Marcel Lamoureux 
and Rev L.L.Tann. On other subjects, Rev L.L. Tann weighs in with notes on Russian 
Perforations; Alex Artuchov continues his listing of Zemstvos; the late Or Alfred 
Wortman pens an article (his last one) on 'The German Enclaves in the Volga•; whilst 
Ing Sven Kraul and Mr August Leppa write interestingly on several covers, in particular 
a uusaia No 2 used twice (vi~: used once in Fellin,and re-used from Banska) and there 
is a card bearing a truncated triangular '1365 1 dots postmark which can be identified 
as from Schleck (Lifland). P.J. Campbell writes interestingly about an Imperial hand
stamp 1 lz Yaschika' or 'Out of the box' apparently used at St. Petersburg 5th Despatch 
office, and also about the Soviet stamps commemorating Lt Gen D.M. Karbyshev. John 
v. Woollam contributes an article on a Russo-Chinese Air Service via Sinkiang (1939-
1941). D.G. Cox writes about a flown cover from a Soviet search expedition centred in 
Northern Canada. 'The Postrider• is concentrating increasingly on Ukrainian subjects 
and Andrew Cronin contributes notes on early mail, and Austrian issues, used in 
Carpatho-Ukraine. Helmut Weikard writes on mail from Baltic Germans in 1941, and 
James Mazepa on a Grodno despatch mark of 1859. The usual correspondence items com
plete a thoroughly enjoyable issue. · 

SOVIETSKII KOLLEKTSIONER ( 'Soviet Collector') No 20, 1982. 90k. Published by VOf, 
103009 G. MOSKVA, K-9 ul. Gorkogo, 12 (in Russian). 

The 'Soviet Collector', the annual 1 sbornik 1 of VOF, has now achieved its twentieth 
number, and in the course or its run up to this number, it has certainly published 
some exceedingly valuable data. This is instanced by the almost embaressing number of 
its articles translated in the west and republished in English. A must for serious 
collectors. 

Strangely enough, to this reviewer, whose reading spectacles can be relied upon to 
fall off at some stage of perusal of 15.P.' (in amazement, that ia), the present issue 
appeared to be lightweight from the heavy fare usually expected. However, it can only 
be the bed luck of the draw and all the goodies are probably being saved for No 21. 
Mr Boris Kaminsky (Moscow) whose articles on the Tiflis Town Post set some of ua 
alight a few years ago, writes evaluable article on those early RSFSR issues of 1922, 
which somehow have never caught on. Perhaps hia valueble treatise will get some of us 
looking these up. The late s. Blekhman and v. Pantiukhin write at length about Soviet 
postal stationery cards printed for special uaee, which (sorry to say) leaves us a bit 
cold, except perhaps the card that includes a wedding invitation. o. Kusnetsov writes 
e short article adding infor~ation about the Kherkov 'RUB' surcharges (Viz: the Post
master provisionals), whilst B. Kaminsky adds another article, this time on the essays 
and history of Russia No 1. Mr Kaminsky did write interestingly on this subject in 
earlier years (1970 and 1974) and those particularly interested should get their dic
tionaries out end see what ia to be said now. M. Vovin adds some notes on St Petersburg 
cancellations, which appear to be some amendments or additions to Mr H. Imhof's hand
book on these handstampa. The remainder or the present issue ia devoted to postcards, 
coins, medals, badges and paper money. 
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PHILATELIA BALTICA No 77-73, May 19B3. Edited by Narry van Hofmann, Postfach 52 05 18, 
0-2000 Hamburg 52, West Garmany. Subscription OM 20- or US $12.00. 

'Philatalia Baltice' is always a '11Ust' for collectors of Baltic states, or forerunners, 
particularly of Latvia. The latest isaue celebrates 350 years of the Post in Riga (1632 
-1982}. Incredibly, the two centre pages of this issue reproduce e postal announcement 
of 1632 from the city of Riga. There is e long article written by the noted Riga phila
telist Nikolejs Jekimovs on handstamped used in Latvia to indicate various pastel needs 
covering mostly the independent period between the wars. Sven Kreul writes an obviously 
interesting and wall illustrated article on 1 Ramboursament• triangular labels attached 
to Latvian covers and parcel cards, whilst Mr H.v. Hofmann discusses a number of items 
including a card from Dvinsk to Riga endorsed R.O.ZH.O in Russian characters. Graf 
Zeppelin and other air covers, hendetemps end recant covers from prase~t day Latvia, 
together with a positively awful 'Republic of Latvia' cover produced in May 1981 by an 
English dealer (Mr v. Hofmann calla it 1peinlich' ('painful') and so do we) completes 
a valuable issue. 

P.T.A. 

Bordewijk, G. ZEl'ISTWO CATALOGUS. 201 pp+ 24pp supplement+ 22 pp of photographic 
illustrations. Paper (card covers), cyclostyled - except the photos. 1980. 
Available from the author et Meester varschuurstreat 58, 3132 NV VLAAROINGEN, 
Netherlands, for 39 guilders postpaid. 

This is a new Zemstvo catalogue by Or BordewiJk, president of the Dutch East European 
Philatelic Study Group. It is published in Dutch, and will pose a few problems for 
readers able to tackle •catalogue Garman•, as in Michal or Zumstein. It is invaluable 
in drawing together the bast of Sch~idt and Chuchin, including material from the 'Big 
Schmidt' as well as from the 1934 Reichspostmusaum catalogue, which seems to have bean 
used to sat the basic framework. Information from other sources has also been used to 
make this the first truly modern comprehensive compilation on its subject. 

Printing quality is variable, though generally good, end the photopletes, which con
sist very largely of photographs of the real stamps, reproduced in black and white on 
high quality glossy paper, are far better than is usual in Zemstvo catalogues produced 
in the present century. 

The stamP-iesuing zamstvos, and those who issued postal stationery only, are listed in 
alphabetical order, and each zemstvo is given a number, from 1 for Akhtyirka to 166 
for Zolotonosha. These numbers identify the relevant location one useful but crudely 
drawn map. Stamps are numbered consecutively for each zemstvo: thus Akhtyirks No 1 is 
101, and Zolotonosha 29 is 16629. Stamps are valued in US dollars, rather on the dear 
side, though not at the commoner 'key-type• end of the ecale. Postal stationery 
issues are described and often illustrated, but they are not fully listed or priced. 
Members so fer dependent on Chuchin will be pleased to see illustrations for ratezh, 
Ismail, Tiflis, and Toropets, and the Soviet stamp issues for Byelozersk, Chardyn, 
Luga and Perm are also covered. One appreciates that some of these were •not really 
zemstvos•, but they were undoubtedly locals and therefore of great interest to Zemstvo 
collectors. In general, readers who do not read Dutch will find it easier and most 
rewarding to start with the illustrations at the back and refer from them to the text. 
The •extras• show up obviously as illustrations, and apart from those already mention
ed, include a Oukhovshchina envelope stamp previously regarded as bogus, the suspect 
Orgeyev 1884 here classed as prepared for use but not issued, the crude Lebedin 1~18 
set issued under Garman occupation, a Perm parcel stamp end Zienkov proof - f,om the 
Big Schmidt; and so on. A Moscow Town Post envelope stamp and a City Police stamp 
are illustrated and appropriately classified as outside our field. There is also a 
tantalizing photo of an Ukhansk local charity label{?) which is not mentioned in the 
text, so far as I can sea. In several cases there are illustrations of two or more of 
the different •types• of a basic stamp. 

Apart from listing stamps and postal stationery, the entry for each zemstvo describes 
its geographic location, states the population in 189'/, and summarises its stamp 
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issues, all more or less on the lines of the Speers gazetteer initially serialised 
in BJRP and later published as most of Billig Handbook 30 (1964). A 21-page survey 
of the different 'Governments• outlines their early histories, their zemstvo issues, 
and their subsequent political reorganisations and name changes. 

Dutch spelling of zemstvo place-names is often radically different fro• the English 
equivalent, but it is generally easy to work backwards from the Dutch to the nearest 
likely fa■iliar form. No prizes are offered for correct identification of Sjtajigri 
(spelled Sjtsjigriji on another page), Oest Joesjna, or Oerszjoem; and, as we have 
little consistency in English for some of these spellings, we cannot complain. 

Or Bordewijk even saves us the trouble of looking up the countries and states from 
which Griazovets plagiarised its splendid little series of 1899. It should also be 
mentioned that his catalogue includes wenden, but the greatest bonus is a 24-page 
supplement which deals with stamped cards and envelopes issued by the Russian Rad 
Cross in nearly thirty different to~ns, including of course the well-known Odessa 
series. 

One can regret the method of printing adopted for this book, as also the lack of a 
bibliography, and note a few factual errors: eg Vasey is said to be now in Roumania. 
The town is, but the zemstvo which issued the stamps is not. Neither is all of 
Bessarabia in the Moldavian SSR: Ismail is now in the Ukraine. One can only say that 
for under £9 sterling the reviewer found it fascinating and irresistible, even though 
the Dutch gave him a few problems. A page or two of English glossary would multiply 
its readership immensely but no zemstvo enthusiast should be deterred by the lack of 
one. 

R. Hindley 

ROSSICA: The Journal of the llossica Society of Russian Philately, Numbers 96/97, 
(1979 - the 50th Anniversary Number) and 98/99 (1980). 

The major part of issue 96/97 is the continuation of 'Imperial Postage Stamps of 
Russia' by v.v.Lobachevski, Part 2, 1889-1906, occupying pages 26 to 91 1 A magnifi
cent effort by all concerned; photography by N.Epstein superb, end an invaluable 
catalogue. (Translated by ·o.l'i.Skipton from 'Soviet Collector•). 

Other articles include 'Dot variety of Russia No. 1 1 by D.P. Cruikshank, 'Money Order 
Cards' by R. Sklarevski, 'Counterfeit of 10kop. Imperf. Arms• by R. Sklarevski, 
'Update of 1877-1879 Russian Military field Post• by R. 1rbovich, reviews, notes, etc. 
A worthy fiftieth Anniversary Number. 

Of particular importance to students is the news that the Rossica Library has been 
reformed, and 111ill be arranging for reprints of major Official Iu,perial Russian Postel 
Handbooks to be made. 

98/99 is again a most useful issue. Contents include the third part of the Lobachevski 
catalogue translation (by D.M. Skipton) covering 1905-1923; a fascinating article on 
the earliest Kyakhta and Yakutsk handstamps by D. Skipton, (ex letters in the Library 
of Congress); translations by D. Skipton of articles that have appeared in Soviet 
publications on 'Russo-Turkish war 1877-78 field Post in the Caucasus' by S.1'1.Blekhman; 
'Imperial Stamps of 1908-1917 on Ribbed Laid Paper• by o. Basov; together with notes 
on Kitai Overprint forgeries, Plate Flaws on 1909-22 Arms, Post Station Olga, Azer
baijan forgeries of fantasies twhich are in fact wallknown in the UK), Counterfeits 
of Karella 1922, 'The Ancient Rider (The Lithuanian 1 Vytis')', Censor Markings from 
Austrian POW l'lail, ate. R.L.J. 

YAMSCHIK ('The Postrider') No~ May 1981 and No 9 November 1981. Journal of the 
Canadian Society of Russian Philately. 

No 8, as usual, a most useful and informative Journal. Contents include 'A Document 
of the Polish 1st Corps' by Dr l'I. Kamienski, 'The "Moskva-A" Roundup•(a rather suspect 
cancel, to put it mildly), 'AR A Mail & Courier Service in Russia 1921-1923 1 by 
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P.V. Spivak, 'Russian 19th Century Foreign Mail' by J.V. Woollam, and further instal
ments of •correspondence with Canada' by A. Steinhart and the Zemstvo Schmidt Trans
lation by A. Artuchov, rounded off by Philatelic Shorts, other articles on Birobidjan, 
Volga Germans Postal History, Belgian Army in Russia, Catholic Army Huts in Siberia, 
reviews, etc. 

No 9 carries further instalments of 1 Corraspondence with Canada', Postage Stamps 
issued by the Zemstvos•, and 'Catholic Army Hut Covers• lby A. Steinhart), plus 
'British India Mail to the Russian Empire• by Col. A.H. Hinrichs, 'List of P.O.s in 
Birobidjan (Jewish Autonomous Province) in 1937', 'Crimean Tartar Postal History' by 
A. Cronin, including some vary nice maps, and seven other articles, reviews, etc. 

I found the 'Yamschik Troika\ an illustration after the 1 rouble stamp of 1951 
depicting the 'Three Heroes' by Vasnetsov, very pleasing. 

R.L.J. 

PHILATELIA BALTICA No 71-73 {Combined Number) February 1981, and ~o 74-76 {Combined 
Number) April 1982. Journal of the Latvian Study Circle in Germany. 

Numbers 71-73 - a most useful issue. Contents include articles on 'Booklets of Riga 
(Imperial & Latvian)' by A. Birznieks, with a further note by H. von Hofmann, 
specialised plating studies by B. Marquardt on the Kurland Liberation issue, and a 
fascinating article on the Latgale Liberation issue, including new information on the 
printing plate size of the banknotes (which now number 36 banknotes per sheet, not 18 
as previously noted for the last sixty yearst). Also a short reprint of a 1749 declar
ation, short articles on German Censor Markings of the P.Ob.Ost., and 11935 Postal 
war' by H. von Hofmann. Than come articles by H. van Hofmann on Eleja Forgeries (the 
first time, to my knowledge, that the distinguishing marks of these forgeries have 
bean published) and Forgeries of cancels of Warwen (Verve) on Kurland Provisionals, 
and Fieldpost Cancel Forgeries on Kurland. Rounded off with Notes on USA ships' post 
from Riga, Soviet Postal Stationery with Latvian motifs, Questions & Answers, and 
Literature Reviews. 

Contents of Numbers 74-76 include articles on Airpost in Latvia, Oeruluft Flights 
1921-1936 and The Ostseafahrt of the Graf Zeppelin, by A. Engel, Latvian Airpost 
cancels & etiquettes by Ors. Kreul, a note by H. van Hofmann on Forgeries of the 

1Latvia-Afrika 1 stamps which went through the post, and articles on Latvian Cancella
tions by N. Jakimovs and H. von Hofmann, which comprise a catalogue of concellation 
types. Finally, two short notes on a new slogan cancel and a New Year Greetings Card 
of the Latvian Ministry of Posts. 

Latvian collectors really should not be without these Journals. 

EESTI FILATELIST ('The Estonian Philatelist•) No 28, 1982. Published jointly by the 
Society of Estonian Philatelists in Sweden end the Estonian Philatelic Society in 
New York. Obtainable in UK from Eesti ~argi-Ring Inglismaal, c/o Herbert Arst, 
105 Little Horton Lana, Bradford, Yorks BOS OBU. Price 95 Swedish Kronan. 

This is the largest Easti Filetalist yet - 416 pages£ The number of pages is perhaps 
misleading, since some of the articles are written both in English and Estonian, but 
this does not detract from the value of the Journal. Major articles include 'Distin
guishing features of Jean Lubi Forgeries of Estonian stamps' by E. Sjogren, 'Pskov 
Local Stamps History end Postal History 1941-1944 by H. Osi, •state Treasury Notes 
and Exchange Notes of the Estonian Republic' by T.R. Truimph, 'Postal Markings in 
Tellin during the Estonian Republic' by H. Alvar, 'Estonian Forerunners 1636-1918 1 

by v. Hurt, 'Types of Postal Markings, Cancels, Cachets and Labels in Estonia 1918-
19441 by E. Ojasta, and a fascinating article on 'Estonian Fieldpost in Latvia 1919 1 
by our member A. Lappa, plus fifteen other articles, notes, ate. 

A marvellous effort, which breaks new ground, especially in respect of the Latvia 
article and Types of Postal Markings, which include items vary rarely seen and even 
lass often described. 

R.L.J. 
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LATVIAN COLLECTOR No 32-33, April/October 1981. Journal (non-periodical) of the 
Latvian Philatelic Study Group. Subscription: Airmail foreign 1 year (3 issues) 
US 510, 2 years US 51B. Latvian Collector, PO Box 5403, San Mateo, CA 94402, USA. 

As usual - invaluable! Contents include articles on 'Latvian Judeica 1 by A. Engel, 
'Arms Issue Plata Types• by N. Tirums, 1 Pre-etemp Postmarks of Vidzeme' by A. Petrevics, 
'The first Soviet Occupation of Latvia 1917-20 1 by A. Engel, . 'Latvian Censorship 
Markings' by A. Petrevice, 'Tsarist Russian Postal Cards used in Latvia' by A. 
Petrevice, and continuations of the Illustrated Catalogue of Latvia, Coat of Arms 
Lat. issues, and Standard Cancellations of Latvia (Letters G-1), plus two further 
Regional Maps of Latvia. 

R.L.J 

EESTI fILATELIST ('The Estonian Philatelist') No 29, 1983. Edited by Elmar Ojaete. 
Published jointly by the Society of Estonian Philatelists in Sweden end the Estonian 
Philatelic Society in New York. Price 80 Swedish Kronor. (no price stated in£ Starling) 

The latest number of this splendid journal, superbly edited and designed by Elmer 
oJeeta, is just to hand. Professionally printed and illustrated, No. 29 rune to no 
lass than 192 pages. To say that it is necessary reading for all collectors of Baltic 
material, and particularly for those interested in Estonia, is just understating the 
importance of this remarkable journal. Any BSRP member should be able to derive much 
pleasure and use from the array of topics and material discussed. Mr Ujaste and his 
helpers in the two Estonian Societies deserve great credit for the enormous amount of 
work involved. 

No 29 commences with Part II of a long and well-illustrated article by Erik Sjogren 
on Distinguishing features of Jean Lubi forgeries of Estonian stamps. This continues 
from the previous number. Jean Lubi seams felt drawn to making photographically 
produced forgeries of the simple lithographic stamps which constituted the various 
initial series of Estonia. Elmer Ojaste contributes a splendid article on the postal 
history of Viljendi (or ea we "Russians" cell it, Fellin) right from the earliest 
times up to 1944. This article, which is printed in both Estonian and English, is a 
mine of information, and is accompanied by many line drawings and half-tone illustr
ations. All known cancellations (and other postal marking~ are listed. Probably the 
Russian period is fully listed (for Fallin was evidently a comparatively small place, 
waa pretty well decimated by plague in 1710, and by 1897 had only 7,736 inhabitants, 
according to the Russian Census of that year), for Mr Qjaste knows his subject well 
and illustrates many splendid covers. No •crossed date• type, but then it is likely 
that the two types of 'date in three lines• made way directly for the double circle 
types. It goes without saying that the Estonian period (1918-1940) is fully documented. 

Heldur Alvar (whose article on the Postal Markings of Tallinn appeared in Estonian in 
the previous issue) now has hie article published in English, though reference to many 
illustrations will have to be made to the original article as they are not duplicated. 
Rudolf Hamar writes interestingly about Esperanto on Estonian labels, clearly of 
special interest to Esperantists (this article also appears in Estonian). Elmer Ojaste 
also contributes another valuable article of interest to riussian philatelists, on Muta 
Cancellations in Estonia 1914. This is well illustrated and an important reference 
for collectors of this interesting material. (The article is in both Estonian and 
English). Harold Osi (for aany years a BSRP member!) makes an appeal to save and pre
serve any types of documents relative to the independence period of Estonia, and 
illustrates various examples. A third interesting contribution from Elmer Ojaste 
deals with 'Esto-Haginskoye - Estonian Settlement'. This was a settlement in Stavropol 
guberniya (Northern Caucasus) and an example of a 1915 double circle datestamp (read
ing ESTO KHAGINSKOE STAVR./ x SEL. PR. a) is shown on a field Post card addressed to 
the settlement. ~r Ojaste says there ware many other Estonian settlements in Southern 
Russia. One, he suggests was called Linda (by Estonians) in Tiflis guberniya (and 
Agaapa by Russians) and believes there was a sub-post office AGARA operating in 1915. 
This reviewer confirms that this was so, but the P.O. concerned was, in fact, only a 
'Raz 1 azd 1 (or 1 platform 1 ) on the Batum-Baku railway line, not far from Mikhailovo. It 
handled only ordinary mail, but so far no examples of a datestamp have been recorded. 
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Other articles reproduced (in German) by G.J. Kopperman on Estonian Camp Poets (1947 
-1950); lzak Weiner on the first Estonian Air Stamp (in Estonian and English). More 
additions to an earlier article on letters marked VENE MAALT ('from Russia') are given 
by Harold Oei; whilst more listings of Estonian forces field Post (1918-1920) are 
given by three authors (E. Ojaste, H. Osi, and A. Ostrat); E. Ojaste also provides 
some notes on Provisional Cancellations of Estonia (1918-1919), and a listing from 
Eichenthal's Catalogue of which drawings or examples are still missing; and a whole 
listing of additions and corrections to earlier articles in 1Eesti Philatelist•, far 
too numerous to mention here. finally, there is an announcement on the production of 
a new handbook and catalogue of Estonian philately and postal history to be edited by 
Helmut Alver and Elmar Ojaste. 

Estonian collectors are certainly well served 1 
P.T.A. 

Editorial Note 
Readers will notice a change in the style of printing of Journal No 60 compared with 
its predecessors (Nos 31-59), which were typeset and printed on coated paper. There 
is also a very slight change in page size. Unfortunately, the costs of printing by 
the letterpress method have increased to a degree (with Journal No 59) that it is 
just not possible for our Society, with the number of copies required, to afford to 
continue producing the Journal in this way. Members need to receive, as a minimum, a 
Journal of 60 pages, and the costs of production in the traditional way would far 
exceed our income. Rather reluctantly, therefore, we had to search for a change of 
style, with the prime object of cutting costs. 

With immense help help from Mr Harry Turner, who has himself typed and prepared all 
the copy for this issue, we have managed to produce No 60 at a significant saving 
compared with the previous (but larger) issue. We have tried to keep the layout of 
articles similar to that used before, except that the bonus of having illustration& 
included in the te·xt, and not in the central supplement, makes for easier reading. 

In page size we have tried to keep the Journal as near to the previous size as 
possible, though we realise that there is a small difference in page width. 

It is hoped that the new style will give scope for future Journals of more than 64 
pages, but this will rest with the new Editor appointed to succeed the late Dr A.H. 
Wortman, at the next Annual General Meeting. 
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